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TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

* * *

BE IT REMEMBERED, that the above-entitled meeting

commenced at the Union Township Administrative Building,

9113 Cincinnati-Dayton Road, West Chester, Ohio, on Wednesday,

May 20, 1992, at 7:10 p.m.
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1 SKIMMER LA!!DFILL SUPERFUND SITE

2 PUBLIC MEETING

3

4 MS. CHERYL ALLEN: Good evening, everybody,

5 and thanks for coming. My naae is Cheryl Alien, and I'm the

6 Community Relations Coordinator with U.S. EPA and your

7 moderator for tonight's meeting.

8 I hope when you caiue in this evening that

9 you signed your name to the sign-in sheet as that adds your

10 name to any future fact sheets or updates on Skinner Landfill.

11 If you'd like to get further information about Skinner I

12 encourage you to visit the information repository located at

13 the Union Township Library, 7900 Cox Road in West Chester.

14 Now, the repository contains laws, relation plans and other

15 documents about the investigation at the Skinner Superfund

16 Site.

17 Now, the purpose of tonight's meeting is to

18 discuss with you the Feasibility Study and proposed plan for

19 the Skinner Landfill and most importantly to take your oral

20 comments on the proposed alternatives to clean up the site.

21 The public comment period on the Feasibility Study and the

22 proposed plan is the next step in selecting a final remedial

23 action for the cleanup of the Skinner Landfill site. The

24 comment period provides the opportunity for local residents to

25 express their thoughts and give comments to U.S. EPA on all of
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the remedial alternatives concerning the site. Based on the

public comments we receive tonight through oral comments and

through the mail, EPA may modify the proposed plan or choose

another alternative developed from the Feasibility Study.

Following the public comment, EPA prepares

what is called a Responsiveness Summary which will address all

the public comments that we receive here tonight and through

the mail. SPA will then cite a ROD, or Record of Decision,

which is a document that outlines the cleanup action which will

be implemented at the site. After the Record of Decision a

design is completed and the cleanup will begin at the site.

How, the oral comment period for Skinner was scheduled to

conclude on May 27th, 1992, but based on a request for an

extension the comment period will now conclude on July 13th; so

you can continue to send written comments to me at the address

listed inside the fact sheet or you can give your oral comments

here this evening.

A component of EPA'a preferred alternative

is incineration* In late June, U.S. EPA will conduct an

incineration workshop which will focus in more detail on your

questions and concerns about incineration. We have also

provided you with a question-and-answer fact sheet on

incineration; and if you didn't get that, they're on their way.

We will be notifying you in the future as to the tine, date and

location of the workshop within the next few weeks.
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1 Right now I'd like to briefly go over the

2 agenda for tonight's meeting and introduce to you our

3 presenters. Fred Bartraan is the Remedial Project Manager for

4 U.S. EPA, and he will give the cite background and explain the

5 remedial investigation. Sheila Sullivan is also Remedial

6 Project Manager for U.S. EPA, and she will explain the Risk

7 Assessment results and explain the evaluation of the

8 alternatives. Then Fred will come back and explain the

9 proposed alternative, and Sheila will address sone of the

10 community concerns we have received thus far through the mail

11 and through telephone conversations.

12 I'd like to also recognize Hark Sheahan who

13 is Remedial Technologies Coordinator for Ohio EPA. And in the

14 audience this evening we have Kathy Lee Fox. Where are you,

15 Kathy? She's the new Site Coordinator for Ohio EPA for Skinner

16 Landfill; and she is located out at the Southwest District

17 Office in Dayton. Mike Scarky is a Group Leader for Ohio EPA.

18 Jane Taft, she is the Public Involvement Coordinator for

19 Ohio EPA. Bill Troxler is from Focus Environmental,

20 Incorporated. It's an incineration consulting firm. And

21 Gina — she's probably out front. She was the young lady that

22 was signing everyone in — she was the former Community

23 Relations Coordinator for Skinner.

24 Now, after all the presentations are made

25 you will have an opportunity to ask questions? and then after
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the question-and-answer period we will begin the public comment

portion of the meeting. During that time anyone who wishes to

make any statements about the proposed remedy of Skinner may do

so. And we ask you to state your name for public record

because we have a court reporter here who is recording the

whole proceeding; and we will be officially doing that because

we need all your comments to respond in the Responsiveness

Suranary, as I explained earlier*

So, right now I'd like to introduce

Fred Bartman. And Fred?

MR. FRED BARTMAN: Welcome everyone.

Welcome to another one of our meetings. We had a meeting a

little less than a year ago regarding the HI background. V7e

have a lot of material to cover, so I'm just going to touch on

the highlights of our investigation.

Waste has been sent to this site since at

least 1955.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER} Excuse ne. Can you

turn the speaker up a bit? People can't bear*

MR. FREO BARTMANs It's mostly trash and

demo material that's been sent to the site, but there is

hazardous waste* EPA estimates there is over one million

gallons of hazardous waste that's been sent to this site. All

waste disposal is confined to a 15-acre area of the site. The

majority of the hazardous waste, we believe, is disposed in a
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1 waste lagoon. This is the sane waste lagoon that was

2 discovered by the Fire Department and investigated by Ohio EPA

3 in 1976. Since then there's been demo material placed on top

4 of this waste lagoon from 1985 to 1990.

5 We also looked at other areas of the site

6 where there may have been potential dumping. There's three

7 ponds on site and the two creeks that border the site; and

8 there was a darkened, stained area referred to in the reports

9 as a buried pit. But our investigation focused mainly on the

10 landfill and the waste lagoon area.

11 (Viewing overhead projector.)

12 This is a cross-section of the site near

13 the waste lagoon area. This top layer is the demo material

14 that's currently on top of the waste lagoon. Below that are

15 the soils that made up the former waste lagoon sediment. This

16 includes the pink and purple areas. The blueish areas

17 represent a clay silt layer? and there's been very little

18 vertical migration in those areas. The green area represents

19 sand and gravel. It's a more permeable zone and that's where

20 we've had our greatest migration.

21 And contamination has migrated down into

22 ground water. In one well* GH-20, which is located nearest the

23 landfill, we detected primarily voCs ranging in concentrations

24 from 10 to 00 parts per billion. Ground water flow is towards

25 Sast Pork Hill Creek. As we approach East Fork Mill Creek the
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1 concentrations get lower. In this area the concentrations are

2 very few VOC's and in the five to ten parts per billion range.

3 Ground water discharge in the East Fork Mill Creek — and we

4 sampled the creek in the water column — we came up with •— it

5 was nondetect} and sediments, there were some compounds above

6 background, but we don't really — they're not really

7 ground-water related; they're more from surface runoff.

8 Dut this is a current snapshot of the site

9 and what will happen in the future. I guess the nain

10 conclusion that can be drawn from our investigation is there is

11 a definite pathway from the waste lagoon to East Fork Hill

12 Creek. And given the nature of the highly contaminated waste

13 lagoon sediments — and there are also buried drums near the

14 waste lagoon area — ground water and surface water in East

15 Fork will degrade to where concentrations are much greater than

16 they are today*

17 And what does this all mean? What's the

18 risk posed under no action? Well, this is where I hand it over

19 to Sheila, and Sheila will talk about th« current risks.

20 MS. SHEILA SULLIVANi At the time of our

21 last public meeting we were in the midst of th« risk

22 assessment. And so now I'd like to give you a brief overview

23 of the process and the results that we came up with.

24 UNIDENTIFIED SPEARERi Can you speak

25 louder, please? Somehow it isn't coming through the
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microphone»

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: The firr.t overhead

here, Objectives of the Baseline Risk Assessment. We want to

get an idea of the current risks to the public and the

environment from the site and what the future risk would be at

the site if it were not cleaned up. That's why we call it a

Baseline Risk Assessment. Secondly, we want to find out how

much of the contaminants can be left on site without poaing an

unacceptable risk to human health and the environment.

Thirdly, the Risk Assessment gives us a basis for comparing the

potential health impacts from all five remedial alternatives

that we'll be talking about later. And lastly, it gives us a

consistent record for documenting the health risks at the site.

The first step that we went through was to

identify our chemicals of concern at the site. We looked at

the data from both of the remedial investigations that were

conducted, and a total of about 166 chemicals were found at the

site. Of these, about 114 chemicals were retained and carried

through the risk assessment* These chemicals that were

retained represented all the classes of chemicals that were

found, which included inorganics that includes metal, volatile

organics, semi-volatile organics, pesticides, dioxins and

furans.

The next step is the exposure assessment.

And this is a critical step because we're looking at all the
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current and future ways that humans and other organisms can

corae in contact with site contaminants. This is also the most

difficult step because it involves many considerations and a

lot of uncertainty. There tends to be a lot of information

that we don't always know; and in these cases the agency uses

standard exposure assumptions that produce maximum exposure,

that is, the maximum exposure that is reasonably expected to

occur.

In the exposure assessment process there

are some general steps that we have to follow. Characterize

the physical setting of the site. We're looking at the

clinate, meteorology, vegetation.

.Secondly, identifying the

potentially-exposed populations. This could be the residents

on site, the 800 people at the elementary school, children at

the day-care center at the southwest edge of the site, people

in tbe surrounding community. We look at all these

populations. And we also have certain sub-populations that we

want to consider} and those are people that have the greatest

potential to come in contact with the site contaminants. These

would be people who work on the site or people that trespass

onto the site and can cone in direct contact with the

contaminants.

Tbe next step is we identify the exposure

pathways. This is the path a contaminant can take from the
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1 sita to the exposed organism The overall site risk then is a

2 composite of all these different exposure pathways.

3 I want to go into this just a little bit.

4 There are four components to an exposure pathway. You need a

5 contaminant source and a release mechanism. This would be the

6 source itself, the site itself. And the release mechanism

7 could be volatilization* it could be leaching, something like

8 that,

9 We also need a receiving neJium where the

10 contaminant goes into. Say we have leaching from the waste

11 lagoon into the creek. The creek would be the receiving

12 medium.

13 We need an exposure point. This could be

14 if a child is playing in the creek, that would be the exposure

15 point. And we also need an exposure route at that exposure

16 point} and that's going to be inhalation, ingestion, something

17 like that.

18 So, if any one of these four steps are

19 missing, you do not have a complete exposure pathway and

20 therefor* you do not have exposure. So, this is a very

21 important concept that you need to be aware of.

22 OK. We also need to — going back to

23 this •— estimate our exposure-point concentrations. And this

24 tells us what is the concentration of th« contaminant, where

25 people are coming in contact with the site or the__________
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contamination, what is available for a human to take up. And

the last is to estimate the chemical intakes. And this is how

much of the contaminant will the organism take into its system.

Now, as I nentioned earlier, when we have

unknown information the Agency makes conservative assumptions

to insure that the actual intake will be. less than what we've

estimated. Some of the conservative assumptions we've made

during the risk assessment is that ground water will be used

for drinking water and that the waste lagoon could be developed

in the future for residential use. So, these are conservative

assumptions.

The next step in the process is the

toxicity assessment. And here we look at the inherent toxic

properties of the chemicals of concern, such as whether the

chemical causes cancer in animals or humans, or whether it

causes other adverse effects that are not cancer; it could be

anything from dizziness to organ damage to anything, anything

that is not cancer-related but is an adverse health effect.

Usually most of the data available for

chemicals Is from animals, animal studies. So, the Agency has

to take this information and evaluate the likelihood of whether

humans would also sustain those same effects. Now, most of

this information is available in standard EPA data bases.

The last step is the risk characterization.

And here we combine the information from the toxicity
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assessment and the exposure pathways to come up with the total

risk values for cancer and noncancer risks. Cancer risks are

expressed in terms of the increased probability that cancer

will occur due to a site-related exposure for over a lifetime,

which we estimate as seventy years. So, this is the risk over

and above what the background cancer risk rate is, which has

been one in four nationally.

This shows the numerical expression that we

used to express cancer risk. And this is basically ono in ten

million. Many times you just see it written as one in ten to

the minus seventh exponent. And that means one in ten million

persons will develop cancer from a lifetime exposure to the

site. Another example is three times ten to the ninus four.

That means three people in 10,000 would develop cancer due 'to a

lifetime of site-related exposure.

Now, the EPA has an acceptable risk range.

And anything within that range and below that is considered an

acceptable risk* And here we have one in ten to the minus

four or one in 10,000 — to on* in a million as the

acceptable risk range.

So, with that, this shows you for the

Skinner Landfill the current and future risk ranges we caae up

with for both adult and child populations. OK. So, the

current adult population experiences a cancer risk of somewhere

between four and nine in 100. The current child population
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1 experiences a cancer risk of somewhere between three and four

2 in 100 for a lifetime exposure to site contaminants. Under the

3 future scenario you can see that the risks are much greater

4 especially when we assume that the waste lagoon will be

5 developed residentially.

6 And you can see that we did the risk

7 assessment in two ways. We looked at if it were not developed

8 and we looked at the possibility of it being developed. And

9 you can see the risks vary between those two scenarios. But

10 the risks basically range somewhere in between one in 100 to

11 one in 1000 risk range.

12 Noncancer risks. Other adverse health

13 effects besides cancer are expressed in terras of what we call a

14 hazard index. This is simply the ratio of the average exposure

15 to the site to what is considered to be an acceptable intake

16 or, we call it, a reference dose. And if the exposure from the

17 site exceeds the acceptable exposure, then this hazard index

18 will exceed one* And that's how we tell whether something

19 produces a risk or not* The Agency considers anything less

20 than or equal to one ae an acceptable noncancer risk. The

21 greater this number becomes, the greater the risk of

22 experiencing a noncancer adverse health effect. So, it gives

23 us a way to make — to look at relative risks.

24 This shows you the noncancer risks from the

25 site. OR. You can see that the current risk to the adult
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population is slightly larger than the child population.

That's because we also have the exposure group, the

occupational exposure group, which children are not included

in. So, that produces an additional exposure for adults.

Again, under a future scenario you can see that the noncancer

risks are much larger if you assume that the waste lagoon is

going to be developed.

We can also look at the risk in terns of

how much is presented by each of the contaminant media at the

site. The greatest risks are presented by the site soils and,

to a lesser extent, the ground water. At this point the waste

lagoon doesn't pose a risk because it's covered with 25 feet of

demolition material. Now, in the future, though, this will

pose a risk. We have a one in 100 risk here for future waste

lagoon development. And all of the risks go up a little bit.

See, the ground water risk is going to go up because the

leaching from the waste lagoon is going to go into the ground

water and that's going to bump that risk up. And also the

ground water is going to discharge into the Kill Creek, so the

Mill Creek risks are going to also go, up*

And let me just flash this up here because

you haven't really seen a aite map yet* This will give you an

idea of the current risks in green and the future in blue. The

black shows when the risk will not change between current and

future, notice the sediment risks are fairly low. _____
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1 OK. Now I'd like to go into the remedial

2 alternatives portion of the agenda. OK. After we've estimated

3 the risks for the various media at the site, we can identify

4 which media have to be cleaned up and to what level so that an

5 unacceptable risk is not posed to the human health or the

6 environment. And the Agency follows a certain process so that

7 the most appropriate clean-up plans are developed for sites.

8 The first step that we do is we establish

9 clean-up objectives for all of the media that have been

10 impacted at the site. Now, we define impacted as media that

11 has contamination that presents a cancer risk above one in

12 10,000 to one in ten million risk range, and the noncancer risk

13 which has a hazard index over one. And, also, impacted is

14 defined by if State or Federal standards and criteria designed

15 to protect the environment are exceeded. This would be LCL's

16 for drinking water or water-quality standards, something like

17 that.

18 Now I'm going to run through the different

19 media at the site and explain to you what our rationale ia or

20 what our clean-up objectives were for that media. The first

21 areas is the buried wast* lagoon. In the buried waste lagoon

22 there were many chemicals exceeding the risk base levels, and

23 it is the most concentrated contaminated area of the site and

24 it poses the greatest threat. The materials in the waste

25 lagoon constitute what we call a principal threat. A principal
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1 threat Is a highly toxic, highly mobile compound that can't be

2 reliably contained and would present a significant rick if

3 exposure occurred. The Agency's Municipal Landfill Guidance

4 recommends treatment of hot spots in landfills when the wastes

5 are in discreet, accessible locations and they pose a principal

6 threat to human health and the environment. Rot spots are

7 defined as areas posing risks greater than one in ten thousand.

8 Now, the buried waste lagoon soils and the

9 drum contents that may be present pose a principal threat. Our

10 objectives for this are to minimize the release of those

11 contaminants to the ground water, prevent direct contact with

12 those contaminants and contain or remove and treat those hot

13 spots.

14 The other portion of the

15 soils — contaminated soils we've called site-wide soils. And

16 these include other contaminated areas of the site such as the

17 buried pit; and there were some contaminated soils around some

18 of the ground water monitoring wells. As of now the Agency has

19 no standards for contamination in soils, so action levels are

20 based on risk base criteria that we generated in the Risk

21 Assessment and also on any criteria that are available such as

22 drinking-water standards, water-quality criteria.

23 The soil contamination levels aren't

24 acceptable if leaching from the soil into the ground water

25 produces ground water levels that exceed their clean-up
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1 criteria. So, what we've done is calculated the naxiiausi in the

2 soil that won't produce ground water contamination levels over

3 one in one million or a hazard index over one. So, we want to

4 clean up and contain those soils to prevent leaching and

5 prevent direct contact with those soils as well.

6 The recent fill area which is up here, it

7 was the most recently active land filled in this area. This

8 was mainly used to dump solid and demolition wastes and it was

9 mixed with much smaller quantities of industrial waste. So,

10 treatment isn't practical due to the volume and variety of

11 contaminants in the landfill. So, containment was carried

12 forward as an action objective.

13 As far as ground water goes, the ground

14 water and landfill leaching -- they were lumped

15 together — exceeded the response levels for ground water,

16 which are either risk-based levels or drinking-water standards

17 or any State criteria. The remedial action objectives for

18 ground water were to contain and capture all the ground water

19 and leaching all the produced cancer risks over one in one

20 million or a hazard index over one. We wanted to minimize the

21 contact between the unimpacted ground water and the

22 contaminated ground water and the contaminated soil. And we

23 also wanted to minimize the migration of the contaminants in

24 the ground water*

25 Now, the surface water — most of the
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1 surface water contamination is from leaching discharging to

2 Mill Creek and Skinner Creek. Some of it is also due to

3 erosion and runoff. Ho contamination was found in the surface

4 water that exceeded specific standards* and so the clean-up

5 objectives for ground water and leaching — it was felt that

6 the clean-up objectives for ground water and leaching are going

7 to be protective of the surface water since there is a direct

8 connection. So, what we needed to do with surface water is

9 control the surface-water runoff and the soil erosion.

10 OK. Now for the sediments in the surface

11 water bodies. These are the ponds and the creeks. The

12 sediments in Skinner and Mill Creek had some higher levels of

13 organics that bumped the risk up over one in one million or ten

14 to the minus six. The hazard index, however, was not over one.

15 The sediment contamination was due to runoff or precipitation

16 from surface drainage areas and due to some ground water

17 discharge as well.

18 This can be remediated by eliminating

19 surface-water runoff and minimizing the amount of leaching and

20 ground water that go into th« — that come from the lagoon.

21 And so capping and containing the landfill was felt to be the

22 best objective. The removal of the creek sediments by dredging

23 or something like that was felt not reasonable because of the

24 snail benefits that would be gained versus the long-term,

25 adverse impacts to the aquatic habitat. The pond sediments did
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1 not exceed one in one million risk and the hazard index was not

2 over one/ no the remedial action goal was to leach then

3 naturally by leaving them in place*

4 The landfill gas in the ambient air. For

5 this the remedial action goal was that any discharges from any

6 actions at the landfill would comply with all applicable State

7 and Federal regulations.

8 OK. So, those are — that's a rundown of

9 the different media at the site and what we — how we

10 rationalize what we would do with it.

11 OK. The next step is to develop general

12 response actions for each of the impacted media that will

13 satisfy the clean-up objectives that we just mentioned. And

14 then the next — after that we identified all the technologies

15 possible to accomplish the response actions. And we screened

16 them based on effectiveness* implemer.tability and cost. The

17 Agency has already screened some of these technologies that are

18 not effective or appropriate for landfill use. But the way

19 they screen then was when effectiveness and implementability

20 were equal between different technologies, they screened then

21 out according to cost} but when effectiveness and

22 implementability were not equal, the most effective and

23 implementable technology was retained.

24 And the last step of the process is the

25 technologies that are considered appropriate are then grouped
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1 into remedial alternatives .that address all the raedia at the

2 site. And front those, five alternatives were formed; and these

3 were listed on your fact sheet.

4 The first alternative is the Ho Action

5 Alternative. And we are required to carry this through

6 analysis because it serves as a basis to compare all the other

7 alternatives. Because of the risks that I've just talked

8 about, the No Action Alternative is not an option here.

9 The second alternative includes partial

10 excavation and on-site incineration of the waste lagoon soils

11 and consolidation of the other site-wide soils with the

12 incinerated soils beneath a multi-layer landfill cap. And the

13 ground water would be collected and treated on site above

14 ground. And other institutional controls would be applied; and

15 this includes site fencing, connection of some residents to the

16 Municipal water supply, ground water, surface water and air

17 monitoring, and deed restrictions for the site property. And

18 these are just a few of the other common elements between all

19 the alternatives I'a going to talk about.

20 The third alternative* This includes

21 consolidation of all the impacted soils beneath a multi-layer

22 landfill or hazardous waste cap, collection and above-ground

23 treatment of the ground water, and again, the institutional

24 controls such as site fencing, City water connections,

25 monitoring again in all the media, and deed restrictions.
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I forgot to mention Alternative 2 — the

present value cost of Alternative 2 would be 23.7 million

dollars. The present value cost of this Alternative 3 would be

15*5 million dollars.

Alternative 4 la exactly like Alternative 3

except that the type of cap used would be a single-layer clay

cap or sanitary landfill cap instead of the multi-layer cap.

All the other elements would be exactly the cane. And the

present value cost of that would be 14.8 million dollars.

And Alternative 5 is exactly the same as

Alternative 2, the excavation and incineration treatment,

ground water treatment, except that it also includes another

element which is a soil vapor extraction system. And this

would be put in to remove the remaining volatile organic

contaminants. And these volatile organics are very toxic. So,

this would take them out. And the present value cost of this

would be 29 million dollars.

Now, these five alternatives — a

comparative analysis was don* on these five alternatives using

these eight*criteria. The ninth criteria is actually being

done during the public comment period. At this point the

Agency has put forth Alternative 5 as the preferred

alternative, and Fred is going to explain that alternative in

more detail.

___ MR. FRED DARTMANi Well, in suniaary, the
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1 alternatives can be narrowed down to two choices, leave the

2 waste lagoon in place and cap at roughly 15 million dollars or

3 remove and incinerate the waste lagoon sediments and cap at

4 30 million dollars* And we reconuaend to remove and incinerate

5 the waste lagoon sediments, more specifically Alternative 5*

6 Even though this remedy is two times more than capping, cost is

7 not our only consideration. We consider all these — well,

3 there's nine criteria that we consider, and here they are.

9 Sorry about that.

10 EPA puts the highest premium on remedies

11 that utilize treatment. Special source material that represent

12 principal threats, EPA believes that the majority of the

13 hazardous waste is concentrated in the waste lagoon. 3y

14 removal of this waste lagoon we are destroying the biggest

15 threat posed by the site and to the community. Alternative 5

16 also provides the greatest degree of protection, long-term

17 effectiveness and permanence. The waste lagoon sediments can

18 be burned safely with proper design, operation and maintenance

19 and monitoring.

20 Aa far as the remedy goes* initially we'll

21 start off with clearing the demo material from on top of the

22 waste lagoon. Then we'll inventory and characterize any drums

23 that are buried within this area or any other hot spots that

24 are identified. Based on that, we'll develop a set of plans

25 and specs to burn sediments. We'll set up a trial burn. And
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1 for more information on what a trial burn is there are fact

2 sheets available and we are going to hold a workshop also; it's

3 being offered in late June.

4 But our remedy is to burn 17,000 cubic

5 yards of the most highly-contaminated material. That's roughly

6 the top 5 to 15 feet of soils below the demo material. The

7 incinerator will be designed to destroy virtually all the

8 organic chemicals. It will meet Federal and State air

9 regulations. It will be operated as a hazardous waste

10 incinerator. It's estimated it will take six months to treat

11 this material after the trial burns have been done.

12 After we're done the incinerator will be

13 dismantled and removed from the site. All residuals will be

14 tested and treated and placed back within the landfill. There

15 will be constant ambient air monitoring, engineering controls

16 will be practiced, and minimized air emissions during

17 excavation. EPA will have a representative on site virtually

18 on a full-tirae basis while the incinerator is in operation to

19 insure consistency with the design and monitoring plans. After
i

20 we're done with the incinerator the demo material will be

21 shredded and placed back within the landfill.

22 Then the site will be capped. And this is

23 a cross-section of the cap. Initially the waste material will

24 be compacted and soil hauled in to put the site to grade, and a

25 barrier layer will be placed. It will consist of clay and a
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plastic liner and it will prevent any rainwater from coming in

contact with the waste. It will minimize rainwater

infiltration.

Next is a sand layer* and it will prevent

rapid drainage of any rainwater that is in contact with the

barrier layer. And next is a biotic barrier; and the purpose

of that is to stop any critters from damaging the barrier

8 layer. Next is a vegetation layer, and that will promote

9 healthy grass growth and promote runoff, prevent erosion and

10 provide protection from frost damage.

11 The actual landfill capped area will be

12 27 acres. Gas vents will also be installed to help control any

13 gases generated by the landfill.

14 Next is soil vapor extraction. And what it

15 is is an extraction well that's installed below the cap and

16 above the water table, and a vacuum is attached to it; and soil

17 vapors are brought up to the surface and they're treated in

18 this activated carbon unit* This will help address the

19 remaining VOC contamination that*a left in the rest of the

20 landfill and also where the wast* lagoon was.

21 Next is ground water trenches. There will

22 be two of thea. One will — this is hard to read — but one is

23 located — parallels East Pork Mill Creek, and it will be

24 designed to intercept any ground water prior to discharge to

25 East Fork. Ground water will then be treated and discharged
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1 into East Pork. This will also be part of the system and this

2 will help prevent mixture of East Fork water with contaminated

3 ground water.

4 Another trench is proposed north of the

5 landfill, and this is designed to intercept any up-gradient

6 surface water and ground water. And this will help further

7 minimize any leaching generation from the landfill.

8 Another part of our remedy is an alternate

9 water supply. The existing water supply will be extended to a

10 few nearby residents at greatest risk from the site.

11 So, that's all the components of the

12 proposed remedy. After the remedy has been formally selected

13 we will most likely give qualified PRP's an opportunity to

14 design and construct a remedy. Negotiations could last

15 anywhere from 60 to 150 days. If an agreement cannot be

16 reached, EPA will consider other alternatives, alternatives

17 including doing the design and construction using Superfund

18 moneys* Assuming this is the remedy, design could last up to

19 two to three years* and construction will likely be over a

20 two-year period, which brings us to 1997.

21 And with that, I'll turn it over to Sheila

22 for the next item.

23 MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: OK. We just wanted

24 to take a few minutes before going into questions and answers

25 for discussion of the issues that we know to be community
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1 concerns. And they have been — these are based on previous

2 comments we've received and questions we've answered.

3 One of these issues deals with the

4 incidence of illnesses and cancer to children and teachers at

5 the Union Township Elementary School. Now* I just want to

6 explain what we've done here. Through the investigation and

7 the Baseline Risk Assessment we have characterized the exposure

6 pathways and determined no complete exposure pathways from the

9 site to the school. Now, if you recall the four elements of

10 the exposure pathway, with the air pathway there is little to

11 no volatilization and chemicals from the soil into the air

12 because the waste lagoon, which is most of the volatiles, is

13 covered right now, and the other on-site soils have very low

14 concentrations of volatiles that are in the upper layers.

15 Now, the surface water has minimal

16 concentrations of chemicals} so, that's not felt to be a source

17 for volatilization* We've also done — Well, let me get

18 into the drinking water. The drinking water for the school is

19 supplied by the Municipal supply} so, there's no ground-water

20 exposure. And the soil in the schoolyard has been sampled for

21 all major chemicals including dioxins, and these showed no

22 detections.

23 From the characterization we've done we

24 can't make a connection between exposure to the site while

25 spending eight hours a day at the school and these illnesses.
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This doesn't moan that exposure to the site can't occur during

other pariods of time while not in school. I mean, if a child

goes to school, then plays in the creek every day after school,

then he's going to be getting exposure.

In the Baseline Risk Assessment we looked

at current and future risks due to exposure. Now, cancer would

have had to have resulted from past exposures. The ATSDR, or

the Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry, is the

agency mandated to conduct health assessments which can include

looking at past exposures and current exposures at Superfund

Sites. Through an agreement, the Ohio Department of Health

Bureau of Toxicology and Epidemiology performs that function,

and they are preparing a health assessment document at this

time. I do not know what it contains, I haven't seen it yet,

but it will be ready for review sometime toward the end of the

sunnier.

A second issue that's come up is the air

emission risks posed by excavation of the waste lagoon and

under the preferred alternative* And to address this issue we

did do some air modeling of emissions from the excavation part

of the site and some dispersion modeling to see what the
*

ambient concentrations of chemicals would be at the fence line

and at other on and off-site receptors, which included the

school. And this modeling was done with the assumption of no

engineering controls being applied and it was also done
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assuming a six-month period over the summer months. From that

modeling we came up with risks that ranged from a low of two in

ten — a hundred million, rather, to two in a million, or two

times ten to the minus eight to two tines ten to the minus six.

So, that gives you now what you know about

the risk ranges and what's acceptable to the Agency. That

gives you an idea. The risks were fairly low.

And this is the noncancer risk. It ranged

from 0.1 to 2.6. And with engineering controls applied, the

risks would be well below the low end of the acceptable risk

range*

Now, persons performing the excavation

would be required to wear personal protective equipment and

other controls will be applied. But this is just to give you

an idea if you did it under certain conditions with no

engineering controls, these would be the risks.

The other issue is the issue of on-site

versus off-site incineration. And we realized that the

Feasibility Study was deficient in that it did not address

off-sit* treatment of contaminants. I'd like to give you some

of the information about why off-site treatment was not

feasible. And why it wasn't — this is some of the rational*

that should have been in the Feasibility Study. And one of the

big issues is availability of off-site commercial incinerators.

And this is considered a relatively large amount of soil to
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incinerate off-site. Combercial-pernitted incinerator capacity

is a real commodity right now because the environmental

regulations were promulgated relatively recently compared to

the amount of tine that hazardous waste has been around.

So, right now these facilities are at a

premium. Unfortunately the waste industry hasn't kept up with

the regulations, and arrangements have to be made to do

off-site treatment. We would be probably waiting a long time.

I've been quoted three to five years before the waste could be

incinerated off-site. And one of the considerations is not

wanting to leave an excavation site open for a long period of

time.

Another part of this rationale is the issue

of transportation of the waste off-site and those hazards

associated with that. The other issue is that there is — the

Agency has much less control over the processing of the waste.

If there's any problems with holdups or permitting, we cannot

manage the time schedule and we are pretty much at the mercy of

when these incinerators ar« available. So, basically you lose

control over the process.

And one of the last issues, too, that

figures into this is cost for off-site incineration; and this

is very high.

Another item which came up which has come

to our attention is the risks posed by the stack emissions from
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incinerators and who would .be impacted by that. And these

risks can and will be modeled. Our general experience shows

that these risks will be insignificant compared to the

air-emission risks from the excavation part of the process.

So, this is what generally happens, and we felt coiaf or table

with the fact that the air excavation risks were fairly low.

But again* this issue can be addressed further along with other

8 issues in the incineration workshop later in June.

9 With that, I want to give it back to Cheryl

10 here.

11 MS. CI!ERYI. ALLEN: OK. We're going to open

12 it up to question and answers right now. And if you can stand

13 and identify yourself. And let me re:aind you that now is the

14 tine to ask questions, because when we get to the public

15 comment portion of the meeting it's just comments and

16 statements and thoughts} we can't respond to then. So, now is

17 the opportunity to ask questions.

18 Sir? Give a name and address.

19 MR. LAWRErJCB BERKLEY) My name is

20 Lawrence Berkley, 9972 Thornwood Court, Cincinnati, 45241. You

21 mentioned the option of off-site incineration and the

22 difficulties in getting capacities of off-site incinerators.

23 But isn't it true that many of our incinerators in this state

24 are being used for out-of-state hazardous waste? Are we being

25 asked to accept an on-site incinerator here when other states
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1 are loaning out incinerator capacity?

2 I'.R. FRED SARTMANi Well, I guess my

3 question — well, my answer is, "Well, how long did they really

4 have to wait in order to get this capacity?" And can you

5 repeat the question, please? I'm sorry.

6 MR. LAWRENCE BERKLEYj Very

7 straightforward, are we being asked to consider an on-site

8 incinerator — One of the reasons is that you're saying it's

9 difficult to get capacity off-site incinerators in the State of

10 Ohio. My question is is that capacity being used by

11 out-of-state sources for hazardous waste?

12 MR. FRED BARTMAN: Yes, it is.

13 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Is that fair? So

14 there is no priority for Ohio to have access to hazardous waste

15 incinerators for Ohio hazardous waste; they would have to wait,

16 as Sheila said, approximately five years, maybe?

17 MR. FRED BARTKANi Yeah, currently three to

18 five years.

19 MS. SHEILA SULLIVANt I don't think there's

20 any priority given to in-state waste because the commercial

21 incinerator is located in the state necessarily. Ideally,

22 sure, because you wouldn't have to transport it very far. I

23 just said I don't believe there is any priority given to

24 in-state waste to a commercial incinerator that happens to be

25 located in the State of Ohio. I mean, ideally that would be
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1 great because then it wouldn't have to be transported to

2 another state because the costs are very high for

3 transportation, the potential for accidents.

4 ' MR. LAWRENCE BERKLEYt Could I come back on

5 just that one point? If you put the risks for on-site

6 incineration back-to-back with off-site incineration/ how do

7 they work? Forgetting cost, forgetting availability, just how

8 do the risks compare?

9 MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: Well, I think the

10 comparison would be insignificant because the major risk here

11 is risks from excavation. Those overshadow incineration risks

12 by far, and whether we had on-site or off-site excavation, it

13 would still occur. And that's where the majority of risks

14 would be. So, I don't think the on-site versus off-site is as

15 big an issue really. And some of the other points that I

16 mentioned earlier overshadow off-site in that you lose the

17 controlj you don't have — you have an open excavation area.

18 The cost issue is another, transportation.

19 MR. LAWRENCE BERKLEYt Well, you say that

20 on-site incineration is not a risk item, but, in fact, doesn't

21 Ohio lav say that you will not sit* a hazardous waste

22 incinerator within 2000 feet of a school? Was that rule

23 created on the basis of risk to the public?

24 MR. MARK SHEAHANt I'll try to respond to

25 that, Mark Sheahan with the Ohio SPA. I'm not familiar with
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the exact site criteria for a hazardous waste incinerator with

regard to proximity to a school. That nay well be the case.

MR. LAWRENCE BERKLEY! I think it's — you

mentioned that the risks of incineration were insignificant

compared with the excavation. How can they be insignificant if

there was a rule that says you can't have such an incinerator

close to a school?

MR. MARK SHEAHAN: Well, I think the rule

drafted that you're after is blanket regulations to bo

protective without looking at a site in extreme detail. And I

think that is what is occurring here. We have a site that a

great deal of investigation has occurred at and they have

performed some significant air emissions modeling to make that

determination whether or not there is a significant risk

associated with it — or they will — with regard to the

incinerator. If that modeling should suggest that indeed the

risks are unacceptable with regard to the established standards

they have to look at, then certainly the remedy would have a

second look taken at it.

MS. SHEILA SULLIVANi Also that's assuming

that there is excavation occurring at every place that there is

incineration; and they don't always co-occur. So, you can't

always assume that there's going to be air excavation risks

where you have an incinerator as well.

MR. FRED BARTMAN: Yeah. I'm not familiar
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with that rule, cither. I.don't know if there is any exception

to that, if you did do a Risk Assessment, whether it could be

less, or if it applies to permanent incinerators as opposed to

a temporary incinerator. And another thing I'd like to point

out, assume it does have to be 2000 feet away from the school.

What you see in the PS is a conceptual — what it might look

like, what is actually built might be a lot different. Right

now it's proposed to be built in a heavy-metal storage area,

which I believe is within the 2000 feet. It could be feasible

to site it somewhere else where it's outside of 2000 feet.

MR. LAWRENCE BERKLEY: There are not too

many places on that site.

MS. CRERYL ALLEN: Go ahead.

MS. KATHERIME STOKER: I have two

questions. It was a little hard — My name is

Catherine Stoker. I live at 6979 Ridden Ridge in West Chester

I have two questions. One is it was a little hard to

understand if you were saying that you were going to do a risk

evaluation comparison between each of the proposed

alternatives. Did I hear you say that? Because there was none

in the Feasibility Study* Did you say you were going to? That

was my first question.

And the second question was there was

reference made to full-time monitoring of the site to insure

children don't go over and play. When you say "full-time
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monitoring", are you talking about full-time monitoring when

the workmen are there eight hours a day, or are you talking

twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week to insure that that

occurs, people don't go wandering about and perhaps seriously

injure themselves?

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: The first part of

that question — could you repeat the first part again about

risks?

MS. KATH5RISE STOKER: The first part of

the question, in the Feasibility Study I am not aware if there

was a comparison of the risks which the surrounding conununity

would experience between the different proposed alternatives.

There were evaluations of (inaudible) and there were some

evaluations where you proposed one, but I did not see a

comparison of the risks between the proposed alternatives.

The other was just how much protection of

the site are we going to have? You said it was full-time.

Could you explain what •full-time* means to you?

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN» No, there wasn't a

risk comparison that was laid out for each of the alternatives.

MS. KATHERINE STOKERi So, they were not

compared with respect to risks they might hold to the

conununity?

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: But the risks that

would be experienced due to each of those proposals would be
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1 below or within any acceptable risk range. What the specific

2 risks are, you mean? What araount of risk is there if you use

3 Alternative 2? What's there if you use 3? What's there if you

4 use 4?

5 MS. KATHERINE STOKER: Yeah.

6 MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN) No, there is not a

7 separate risk for each alternative.

8 !!S. KATRERINE STOKER: You don't plan to

9 make one?

10 .MS. SHEILA SDLLIVAN: The way the

11 Feasibility Study was written —

12 MS. KATHERINE STOKER: That's what I'm

13 saying.

14 MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: That's not noriaaily

15 done in every Feasibility Study.

16 MS. KATHERINE STOKER: Then how can we

17 evaluate which is the safest alternative?

18 MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: When I went through

19 each of the media and explained how much — what we decided to

20 do, or what our action objectives were, based on what the

21 levels were in the media, the alternatives were derived from

22 our action objectives} and the action objectives were all the

23 same. So, each of the alternatives that were proposed

24 equally — they all neet the action objectives, so they all

25 meet the same — basically the saae risk criteria. We're
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allowing a certain amount of risk — The amount of contaminants

that are able to be left in place that do not pose an

unacceptable risk is going to be — basically is fulfilled by

all of the alternatives. I don't know if that helps.

MS. KATHERINE STOKER: You're

saying — what you're saying is ~

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: I know what you're

saying*

MS. KATHERISE STOKER: — you don't intend

to because no matter what you do they're all going to be below

acceptable risks, therefore we do not need to evaluate which is

the safest?

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: Uell —

US. KATHERINE STOXFR: Should we go on to

Part 2?

part —

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: OX. The second

MS. CHERYL ALLEN: About the monitoring.

MS. RATHERINK STOKER: You said

"full-time*. I understand the Feasibility Study is they would

not be working twenty-four hours a day; they would be working a

more standard week, when you say "full-time monitoring", are

you talking about forty hours a week or are you talking about

twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week so the idle, curious

person doesn't come wandering by and perhaps injure themselves
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with exposure?

type of thing?

4

5

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAtt: Site security, that

MS. KATHERINE STOKER: Yeah.

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: Yeah, there is

twenty-four-hour security, yes.
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MS. KATHERINE STOKER) And that1a composed

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: Whatever we want to

make. We could have a security guard. We could put in certain

controls, fencing, that typo of thing. Then we could also have

personnel as well.

MS. CHERYL ALLENj That would be part Of

the design process. Once we decide how we're going to fence it

out, then we would position people. That decision would be

nade at that point, how many people we would have there. But

it would be twenty-four hours.

MS. KATHERINE STOKERi YOU would have

people there twenty-four hours a day for the five or seven

years that it would take?

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: Right.

MS. CHERYL ALLENt The lady in the back.

MS. CINOY RUSCHERi My name is

Cindy Ruscher. I live on Topridge. And part of your

alternative was deed restriction. But you also said that your
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risk levels increase with development of that land. And I'm

concerned as to who'll hold deed to that land and ownership and

how it will be used in the future and who will police the use

and how development will be prevented in the future.

MS. SHEILA SULLIVANt The deed restriction

is to prevent any excavation at the site and to prevent

installation of any types of drinking water wells. In the Risk

Assessment the assumption of development on the buried waste

lagoon area was a very conservative assumption. That probably

10 would never happen. However* as far as what the regulations

11 are, I mean, that would be what the deed restrictions are, that

12 there could be no development or excavation. So, that was kind

13 of —• that was a hypothetical scenario when I brought up the

14 residential development of the waste lagoon*

15 MS. MARGE GI3SON* My narce is Marge Gibson.

16 I live on Chinook Drive. liy question is about the incineration

17 process itself. Is this something that is carried on

18 twenty-four hours a day? Once they light these incinerators do

19 people work twenty-four hours a day or do they just light it

20 one day, close it down, light it at 8iOO and close it down at

21 5s00 each day? I think the answer is "Yes".

22 MB. BILL TROXLERi Systems that operate

23 this twenty-four hours a day, that's a normal installation.

24 There have been times that systems cannot operate around the

25 clock, so that's something that would be considered during the
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1 remedial design.

2 MS. MARGE GIBSON: Could you tell me is

3 this true: I've been told that in order to operate these

4 safely they have to reach a certain temperature and that it is

5 not possible to reach that temperature by turning them off and

6 on daily; that once you get to that temperature you have to

7 keep it there and use it continuously. Is that true or not?

8 KR. BILL TROXLERi That's normally true.

9 You have to keep them hot. It takes several hours to heat

10 these up. If there is a situation where they are not

11 operating, they normally fire them on fuel just to keep the

12 system hot, but they would not necessarily fire waste. But

13 they would keep them hot around the clock.

14 MR. DAVID GREGORY: David Gregory,

15 3052 Thistlewood Drive. My question regarding incineration is

16 do the current EPA air-monitoring regulations call

17 for — should there be an emission that is above what the

18 acceptable level is, does it call for immediate shutdown of the

19 incineration process, or does it only allow for them to put

20 forth a report at some future time that, in fact, they did

21 violate the air-quality regulations?

22 MR. MARK SHEAHANi With regard to th« State

23 regulations, it would require continuous monitoring of certain

24 parameters of emissions coming out of the stack. If those are

25 exceeded within certain guidances by the equipment that's
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1 monitoring that, then people will be alerted and there will be

2 a control panel that will alert somebody, and corrective action

3 would be taken to correct the problem. If it's something that

4 really can't be corrected by tweaking the system, making

5 adjustments, then there would be an established protocol

6 to — Well, first of all, there is automatic waste-feed

7 shut-off systems that would cut off the waste feed if it was

8 operating outside an established standard. And if it was

9 something that could not be corrected, then the kiln would be

10 shut down. Generally that's done gradually so that it's not

11 damaged. But waste-feed shutoff is engineered to be automatic

12 for certain exceedances.

13 MR. DAVID GREGORY: What lengths of tiiae

14 are we talking for exceedances? Can they exceed for eight-hour

15 periods for adjustment or —

16 MP. MARK SHEAHAN: No.

17 MR. DAVID GREGORY: la that nonregulated

18 other than the fact that they're not to exceed?

19 MR. MARK SHEAHANs It would depend on what

20 exceedance there is. But for the ones that are really critical

21 they — it1* virtually automatic if it's exceeding outside the

22 established parameters.

23 MS. CHERYL ALLEN: I think it would be

24 helpful to just briefly explain what a rotary kiln incinerator

25 is and how it works.
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MR. BILL T30XLES: Just a brief overview of

how the incineration process would work. There's several types

of incineration systems that are used* This is a diagram of a

rotary kiln which is probably the most common type on the

Superfund Sites. The soil feed is prepared ahead of time*

It's screened; it's put through various types of systems to dry

the soil, blend it so there is a fairly homogeneous feed

8 material that's fed into the kiln.

9 A kiln consists of a big, metal cylinder

10 with brick inside with a burner on one end of the kiln. The

11 soil is fed in and the flame passes over the material and the

12 cylinder rotates. And they're inclined just a little bit,

13 maybe three degrees. And as the kiln rotates, the material is

14 transferred through. The gases that are generated both from

15 the burner and from the combustion of the organic materials and

16 waste pass into a secondary combustion chamber which is another

17 combustion chamber that operates at a high temperature to

18 destroy the organics. The temperature is monitored. There are

19 also a number of other parameters measured at those locations.

20 Then it goes to a gas-cleaning system

21 again. Thera are various types of systems used. Bag houses

22 are very common. Wet scrubbers are used with som« contractors,

23 and it depends on the application. Gas then goes to a fan and

24 blower and blows the clean gas up the stack.

25 _______________To answer your question that you asked, the
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1 Ohio EPA — generally in the regulatory approval process there

2 are a number of perr.it limits that are established. If those

3 permit limits are exceeded, there can be automatic waste-feed

4 cutoffs. Those are specified in the permit. And the time

5 delays are specified in the permit. Some of those can be

6 instantaneous; as soon as it exceeds, the waste feed has to cut

7 off and it has to be brought back within limits before waste

8 can be introduced. There may be some that have a slight time

9 delay from a minute to two minutes, typically.

10 An eight-hour tine delay? I can't imagine

11 anything having a time delay of that time length. But there

12 are a few parameters that have tine delays in the order of a

13 minute or two. There may be some parameters that require

14 operators to take action, but don't necessarily require

15 waste-feed cutoffs. Those are typically parameters that would

16 not be considered to be dangerous to health or the environment.

17 Does that answer your question?

18 MR. CARL MORGENSTERHi Carl Morgenstern,

19 5759 Woodbridge, West Chester. There would be plans or

20 specifications for these contracts; is that right?

21 MR, BILL TROXLERs Yes, sir.

22 MR. CARL MORGENSTERNi Would that be let

23 off of the priority contractors or is the Faderal Government

24 going to oversee them do it?

25 MR. BILL TROXLER: The normal procedure on
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1 the Superfund Site cleanups is to go through a remedial design

2 process. During the remedial design there are general

3 specifications that are established that this machine has to

4 meet} and those will be specifications like the maximum amount

5 of carbon monoxide that can be emitted to the atmosphere, the

6 maximum amount of articulates, the maximum amount of gases,

7 minimum operating temperatures, minimum gas resin times.

8 Generally those are put into the design package.

9 MR. CARL IIORGENSTERJJ: Like the Ohio EPA

10 does all the time?

11 MR. BILL TROXLER: Yes, both the Federal

12 Government and some State Governments have.

13 MR. CARL MORGENSTERM: My question is about

14 construction of this incinerator. You'll have plans and cpecs

15 that cost a lot of money. Is that up for bid?

16 MR. BILL TROXLER: There are currently

17 about seventeen different contractors that have transportable

16 or mobile incinerators that have been built. I would expect

19 that someone would — there would be a bid let normally and

20 those contractors would be allowed to bid on the project* And

21 they would go through a technical evaluation and a

22 bid-evaluation process. As long aa their equipment met the

23 performance specs, the contract would be awarded on that basis.

24 It's not a situation where a complete detailed design would be

25 prepared by the EPA or a consultant, and then someone built a
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1 system to those specifications;. It's usually called a

2 performance specification. The system has to meet these

3 requirements, then the project is let out for bids*

4 MR. CARL MORGENSTERN: Does the public have

5 any input into whom that contract is awarded?

6 MR. FRED BARTMAN* No. Only EPA does.

7 MR. CARL MORGENSTERNi Which EPA?

8 MR. FRED BARTMAN: U.S. and Ohio also,

9 both.

10 MR. CARL nORGENSTERN: Will we know in

11 advance who the bidders are and the names? Will there be a bid

12 list publicly announced?

13 I1R. FRED BARTMANJ Bill tells ne it's

14 normally released, yes.

15 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER; Prior to the

16 decision?

17 MR. BILL TROXLERt It's normally available

18 for anyone to bid on* There is a remedial design package put

19 together. It's a notification that goes out to interested

20 contractors. And anyone who's qualified is allowed to bid.

21 The process for evaluating those bids is

22 generally a technical evaluation and a cost evaluation. The

23 Agency will go through and they will rank the proposals on a

24 technical basis and give a score from the most appropriate

25 technology down. They will also do a cost evaluation. And the
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performance?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: How about prior

MR. BILL TROXLERi Prior performance can be

a criterion* The Agency can include what criteria they want in

the bid-evaluation process. And prior performance is quite

often a very strongly considered factor in the evaluation.

I1R. CA!?L MOPCENSTERMj Let rae ask one other

question. The lady back here asked the question about

restrictions on the deed. You have to own the property. Who's

going to have title to this land after we put 30 million

dollars into it? Is it going back to the Skinners who caused

this trouble in the beginning?

MR. PPED BARTMANt I'm sorry. I can't

really answer that question. Could you please put it in as

part of a comment and we will respond to it? Is that fair?

MR. CARL MORGENSTERNi Well, I think the

lady had a good point. If you want to have restrictions -- You

have to own the land. It's a restriction on the land.

Chem-Dyne in Hamilton had something like that. And I

understand maybe the Township can take it over, something like

that.

MS. CHERYL ALLEN: We'll look into that and

respond to it in the summary, sir.

MR. MARK COORSj My name is Mark Coors,
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live at 7526 Galway. This is a follow-up to Carl's question.

Number one, presumably I think you used the terra PRP's won't

come through with money to fund this entire cleanup, which

means the Superfund moneys will most likely be utilized. Is it

feasible that the Skinners would be effectively put into

bankruptcy and their property seized as an asset to help pay

for these clean-up costs?

tra. FRED BART11AN; Well, assuming the Fund

is used to build this remedy — Eventually it will all end up

in cost recovery. And to what extent who pays for what, I

really don't know. That's for the Court to decide. To the

extent what Skinners might pay, I really don't know. It's for

a judge to decide.

MS. CHERYL ALLENi Sir?

MR. GARY CAMPBELL: Yes. I'm

Gary Campbell, President of the Lakota School Board. You've

acknowledged that we sent a letter. A couple of questions I

guess that I didn't hear an answer to. And your Risk

Assessment, particularly on the incinerator, ia low. What

about the Risk Assessment if you run into problems on

excavation? How will you notify the school when a problem

occurs, if a problem occurred* or do we find out about it

afterwards? That would be one question, about a notification

process. And also the time frames in which the actual

excavation would occur?
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MR. FRED DARTIlAri: OK. Again, that's more

of a design question. As part of the plans and specs, there

will be a site safety plan where it will cover the material

that you just mentioned. And, you know, I couldn't say what it

would be.

MR. GARY CAMPBELLi Will we have a chance

to input into that plan as far as notification and how we want

to handle kids on the playground if that's an issue?

whispering,

MS. CHERYL ALLSN: I'm sorry? She was

MR. GARY CAMPBELL: Will we have a

chance — school officials have a chance to input into that

program in terms of notification of when you're going to be

doing excavation?

MS. CHERYL ALLENj Certainly. As part of

community relations we'll be out to talk to the school

officials. In fact, we're planning to meet with the faculty of

the school that's directly across from the site ahead of time

when we have our incineration workshop. So, any type of

activity that will be occurring that's directly going to affect

that area, we will be in constant contact with them.

MS. LINDA SCHNEIDER* Linda Schneider,

8819 Cincinnati-Dayton Road. I'm one of the few residents that

have well water still. And from what you've said, it's still

going to be quite a few years before any of this even begins.
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1 I'm wondering if the water hookups are something that are done

2 earlier in the process or do we have to go through the entire

3 process to help half a dozen individuals with the water

4 situation?

5 MS. SHEILA SULLIVANI That could be

6 addressed sooner. I mean, that's something that once we

7 remedy — It's a part of every remedy, and whatever remedy is

8 selected, that could be prioritized; it doesn't have to happen

9 near the end; we could determine when it can happen. So,

10 that's not a problem.

11 MS. MELASIE WITTMAN: Melanie Wittaan,

12 8410 Darlene Drive. My stain concern is that maybe I'm not

13 quite sure if we're not going to have a say on what the

14 incinerator is going to be like and what kind of scrubbers

15 they're going to have and what kind of system is going to be

16 used, and we're not going to have any comment period after it's

17 built, after it's chosen; we're not going to be able to say,

18 "That design is OK," or, "This is OK." And it just seems

19 awkward to me that wt'r« here having all these questions, and

20 some of our questions aren't being answered and can't be

21 answered because they can only be answered according to if w«

22 know what the incinerator is exactly going to be like. And my

23 concern is we're not going to get that comment period.

24 MS. CHERYL ALLSNt That's the reason we're

25 here. No. Sea, you have — the reason why we're here is to
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1 get your coirjnents. Things that we can' t respond to, we're

2 going to tell you we can't respond to then. That's what the

3 Responsive Summary is for. We go back and investigate. This

4 is part of the whole process. You are giving us information on

5 things that we need to go back and investigate on. So, to say

6 that you don't feel that you're part of the process, you are.

7 That's why we're here, to get your concerns and your questions,

8 and then to go back and find out things that we can answer to

9 respond to you on those things. And you are part of the

10 process.

11 MR. FPED 3ARTI1AN: You're right. There is

12 no opportunity for formal public comment during the design.

13 And what we can do is hold meetings and nore workshops as we go

14 along, so —

15 MR. DILL RACER: I have a question. I

16 haven't heard anything from a taxpayer's viewpoint.

17 MS. CHERYL ALLEMi Sir, could you speak up?

18 • MR. BILL RACERi My name is Bill Racer. I

19 liva at 7193 Tiobcraill Drive in West Chester. I have a

20 question froa a taxpayer's viewpoint. We're talking 30 million

21 dollars here practically. We're talking 1997. And there's

22 many cases where — in those cases these costs ripple up

23 significantly. You can take Fernald and look at that in the

24 millions of dollars and it's up to 20 billion dollars. And I'

25 not saying it's going to be like that here, but one of the
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1 things that's amazed me about this site — and by the way, I

2 think it's about time that the regulatory agencies have shown

3 up. It's been a long time in getting attention to this site.

4 I know there's other priorities, and I recognize that, however,

5 one of the things that amazes me is that all the way from

6 Butler County to the State of Ohio, et cetera, there's been

7 slowness in moving on these issues. You're responding now, but

8 the problem that I have is the PRP's, principal responsible

9 parties, either they're going to pay or the taxpayers or the

10 Superfund is going to pay* Based on the past reluctance,

11 slowness, et cetera, how much pressure — it's too bad you

12 don't have an attorney here tonight from the U.S. SPA to

13 respond to this — but how much pressure are you going to put

14 on the PRP's to pay for this? I think it's ridiculous. I

15 think it's a foregone conclusion that it's going to go from

16 30 million on up. .

17 MR. FRED BARTMANi Well, first of all, even

18 if we do use Superfund, it eventually does end up in court.

19 And those costs will hopefully be recovered. And as far as

20 what pressure is put on PRP's, it's probably in their best

21 interest to conduct the cleanup. They probably can do it

22 cheaper than the Government can, and that's incentive. They

23 can probably do — they'll do just as good a job as we can, but

24 cheaper.

25 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER* Isn't there a triple
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damage if they fail to do it, too?

MR. FRED BARTJIANi Another option is to

issue an administrative order which says, "Do this or

we'll —- you could be libel for triple the cost." Well, if the

Government went ahead and did it, they could be liable for

triple the cost. So, if we do issue an order, it's in

their — they're taking a big — If we do issue an order and

they don't comply with it, they're taking a big chance; they

could be paying triple the cost when it does go to cost

recovery.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: I have one other

question. I know in some states the counties are held as

PRP's. Is that being considered here?

were — Mo.

MR. FRED BARTHANi Well, if they

MS. LISA WHITTAKBR: Yes. My name is

Lisa Whittaker. I reside at 6976 Gary Lee Drive. Some people

call me an MB. You can call me whatever you like. I've read

your Feasibility Study and I think it needs to be the first

thing you put in the incinerator. There are too many

unanswered questions. First of all, whose response weighs

more, whose comments weigh more, the folks who live nearest the

site, our elected representatives, or the responsible parties?

That's niy first question. Whose consents will weigh the most?

_______________ MS. CHERYL ALLEN: If you're talking about
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1 couinents between residents and local officials, we don't weigh

2 whose —

3 MS. LISA WHITTAKER: OK. I have been

4 around the neighborhood in Old West Chester* and what I'm

5 hearing from people is you've never answered the question about

6 are there explosives, are there munitions, is there nerve gas?

7 We better consider whether it is feasible to even excavate the

8 site before we decide to build that mousetrap.

9 We have worked with regulatory agencies.

10 I'm a member of CLEAN. I'm very proud to say that. Vie worked

11 with Ohio EPA. We got a permit condition on a medic waste

12 incinerator that says you shall not burn radioactive materials

13 of any kind. It doesn't prevent it. It's documented. There's

14 nobody protecting this community. If you want to believe the

15 regulations will protect you, you take the paper they're

16 written on and you stick it over your face. There's nobody to

17 enforce --

18 MR. FRED BARTMANt Regarding what you said

19 about the bombs and nerve gas and mustard gas that may or may

20 not be at Skinner Landfill, veil, there is good reason to

21 believe that is not in the waste lagoon. For one, when

22 Ohio EPA investigated the waste lagoon back in 1976 they did

23 not encounter any of that material.

24 MS. LISA WHITTAKER: Were there flame

25 throwers?
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MR. FRED BARTMAN: Yes, there was.

MS. LISA WHITTAKER: How many? Who has a

flame thrower in their Municipal trash? This to me is a clear

indication that there is Department of Defense waste; and you

better talk to DOD and you better base your Feasibility Study

on whether there is a chance this stuff is in there. You've

never addressed it.

8 MR. FRED BARTMANt OK. And we have looked

9 more into the history of the waste lagoon. And the waste

10 lagoon was nothing but a pond. And truck drivers would back

11 up, dump their drums and take it back with them or the site

12 operator might dump them in there and recycle the drums. And

13 we don't think it was — it was also used to rinse out drums

14 and rinse out tankers reportedly from Cheia-Dyne. So, we think

15 it's highly unlikely it was used for —

16 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: We wanted better

17 lives.

18 MR. FRED BARTMANi Now, wait. At the time

19 when thay did that inspection there was aerial photos that

20 showed there was a whole bunch of drums on the surface near the

21 waste lagoon* 9o«« when word got out that Ohio EPA waa going

22 to investigate that area, all of a sudden there was a lot of

23 digging or a lot of burying. And I really don't think it

24 was — and that's how I think the flaae — you know, I'm

25 speculating here — but I think that's how the flame throwers

Janet's Reporting and Video Service
Hamilton, OH 45011 (513) 868-1919



1
2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

56

got there. And the druns, it was used to dump liquid material

and wash it out.

MS. LISA WniTTAKER: I would like to say

that you folks have been wonderful to work with and I don't

have any hard feelings against you. The problem is we had some

high-paid consultants who asked the wrong question. Instead of

asking* "How do we make it safe and keep the emissions down,"

they decided they would build a big uagic machine. And the

problem with the magic machine is you're going to burn the

toxics along with the soil. You can burn the soil, but when

you try to capture the toxics, the heavy metals out the back

end, you're guaranteeing that we're going to be exposed to this

stuff that's in the hole. It's in the hole. Now you're going

to put it in the air. There is no way that you will build this

thing with less than two scrubbing devices, a dry bagger at the

very minimum because it will capture a lot of junk without

producing the waste water. Then you need to back it up with

the wet scrubber to get the stuff the dry bagger missed.

You've got to address excavating based on whether or not

there's 000 waste. First go back, do your Feasibility Study,

do the job you're paid to doi then let us comment. Give us

something we can comment on. This is garbage. You've glossed

over all of this stuff. You don't hand us the representative

decision and a Responsiveness Summary and say, "We addressed

your concerns." I've seen that. I've been a part of that. I
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don't put iny trust in any Government agency any longer. I

trusted Ohio nPA, and they put an incinerator down there. They

promised it wouldn't burn radioactive material. They promised

it would comply with the 1991 air regulations; and the director

reneged on his word. It's burning radioactive materials and it

doesn't comply with any air regulations. I trusted one time;

twice, no way.

MS. PATTI THOilASi My name is Patti Thomas,

9720 Talltimber Drive. I contacted both Ohio and Federal EPA

and gave them information about a member of this community who

told me several years ago at a Meet the Candidates night that

he personally was in charge of a Military operation that moved

munitions from the Sharonville Depot to the Skinner Landfill.

I would like to know who talked to that person and what the

response was.

MS. CRERYL ALLEN: Can you tell me who you

talked to?

MS. PATTI THOMASt I've told lots of

people. Several people up there know the person's name. I

want to know who talked to bin and what was hie response?

MR. FRED BARTMANi Well, the answer to that

question — I'd be willing to take testimony at a deposition at

any time.

MS. PATTI THOMAS: Did you call the person

whose name I gave you?
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!IR. FRED BART'IANs Yea.

:iS. PATTI THOllASj What was his response?

MR. FRED BARTMANi He wanted nothing to do

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKERS Re didn't answer

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Can he be

MR. FRED BARTMAN: ne had his own reasons.

MS. PATTI THOHAS: What he told me was he

was concerned about giving this information because of what it

would do to real estate values in the conununity because he was

concerned about building a VFW hall and he didn't want to get

the realtors discouraged and have them refuse to contribute to

his VFW hall. That's why we have munitions that nobody knows

about.

MS. DOVE LONG: I just want to know where

were the two flame throwers found? Were they found in the

lagoon? I'm sorry, my name is Dove Long, 6354 Melrose Way.

MR. FRED BARTMANi To answer your question,

I don't know exactly where it was located.

MS. DOVB LONGi I think that's something

you should look into. Also I have a question about the

six-to-nine-inonth incineration period that your proposal says.

Is this supposed to happen during the suaiaer? Are you saying
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the kids are going to be out of school for months, or do it

over three consecutive summers? My toddler will be in school

by then.

MS. SHEILA SULLZVANz What I was talking

about was when the excavation is done we modeled it during the

summer assuming during the summer months.

MS. DOVE LONG; I'm concerned about the

incinerator. We're not all too happy with this incinerator.

When is the incineration going to be done?

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: We can work — it

depends on the schedule; and that depends on capacity

availability. If it was off-site — that's the whole reason.

If we have control over the schedule, we can determine when it

can be incinerated.

MS. DOVE LONG: If you have it off-site.

then it won't impact the school. If we're talking three to

five years at least anyway to get it set up, why don't we ship

it off-site? That was the time period you were given by

off-site contractors.

estimates*

MS. SHEILA SULLIVANi Yeah. Those were

MS. DOVE LONG: That's what we're talking

about if we build it on-site; is that right?

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: It would — yeah, it

would be a similar timetable, I agree. But part of it also has

Janet's Reporting and Video Service
Hamilton, OR 45011 (513) 868-1919



60

1 to do with the length of tiae to incinerate the material. We

2 could work with an off-site incinerator and it would be three

3 to five years before we could do it. But then it's also the

4 time that we have to incinerate it. We can't be guaranteed

5 that with an off-site incinerator it would also take only six

6 months to do, as it would on-site.

7 MS. DOVE LONG: But we're talking about

8 building an incinerator anyway. Why can't you build it

9 2000 feet away? Why don't you build it down the road away front

10 those children? Everyone's children are in one spot. You

11 should do your best to stay away from those children.

12 MS. SHEILA SULLIVAHi As far as the siting

13 of the incinerator goes, that has not been determined at all

14 yet. We will have to go back. What was in the Feasibility

15 Study was set up as far as the best place for it based on the

16 topography and everything else. But at the time we were not

17 aware of the 2000-foot restriction.

18 MS. DOVE LONGt But you're aware that it's

19 right across the street. It doesn't take a rocket scientist to

20 figure out that's close to your kids. That's something I hope

21 you take very seriously.

22 MS. SHEILA SULLIVANj It will be. And 1C

23 we can't find a place to site it, that does not meet the

24 restrictions, then we either can't site it there, we can't put

25 it there, or, you know, you have to look into the variance
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process. But it couldn't be sited there if it can't ;neet the

requirements; so, we'd have to go to another plan. It'3 as

simple as that.

MS. JAN CAMERONj My name is Jan Gainer on.

I live on Lake Lakota Circle in Union Township* I'd like to

back up a little bit and ask the question of EPA, is

incineration the only method that you are willing to use at

8 I this point? In other words, I thought that you were proposing

9

10
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25

something to the community and then judging by what community

acceptance would be, then go back and re-evaluate all sides of

your proposals. Or, in other words, are you going to go ahead

and carry through with incineration no matter what all of our

concerns are? Have you made a definite decision that you're

going to build that incinerator?

MS. CHERYL ALLEN: No natter —

J!S. JAM CAKERON: No matter what we all

think, like they did with the BFI incinerator?

143. SHEILA SULLIVANi As I mentioned, the

eight criteria, w« have already dona a comparative analysis

with* and with those eight criteria —

MS. JAN CAMERON» I know all about

criteria. But answer a simple question*

KS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: No. It's just a

preferred — it's not cast in stone, no. It's just put forth

as a proposal.

Janet's Reporting and Video Service
Hamilton, OH 45011 (513) 868-1919



62

1 MS. CHERYL ALLEN: We'd like to take two or

2 three more questions and go into public comments, please.

3 Someone who hasn't had a chance?

4 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKERS I'll save mine for

5 public comment.

6 MS. JANE DOLEi Jane Dole, 607 Jasmine

7 Trail. I don't fully understand why Alternative 5 is the

8 preferred solution. You say you didn't do any risk assessments

9 of the other solutions/ so on what basis do you say that

10 Alternative 5 is the preferred solution?

11 IIR. FRED BARTIlANi I think this really

12 relates back to a previous question. Alternative 3 is a

13 capping alternative/ and obviously there will be less risk

14 associated with that compared to Alternative 5. That's the

15 reason we did run the risk model to see — to compare them, and

16 we did factor that into our comparison.

17 MS. JANE DOLEs Did you do a basic model

18 for 3?

19 MR. FRED BARTMANt No. We didn't feel the

20 need to.

21 MS. JANE DOLEt How could you compare them?

22 I don't understand this.

23 MR. FRED BARTMANs Well, it's —

24 ONIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: What did you use as

25 a control?
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1 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: No action.

2 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: They crossed their

3 fingers.

4 MS. JAKE DOLE: I do feel that this is a

5 very, very basic question. Maybe I'm stupid, but at the moment

6 I don't seem to have an answer, a very simple layman's answer,

7 about why you think Alternative 5 is preferable to the others.

0 At the moment you don't seem to be able to answer that

9 question.

10 KS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: Well, the No Action

11 Alternative is the control.

12 MS. JANE DOLE: Why ic 5 better than 3?

13 MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: Well, 5, one of the

14 issues that is there is a statutory preference for a permanent

15 destruction of principle threats. As I explained what a

16 principle threat was, the National Contingency Plan stresses

17 that to permanently destroy the waste is a preferred aethod

18 over something that leaves it in place and let's it — allows

19 it to leach out or possibly leach out over a longer period.

20 So, that'a one of the big issues. I don't know if that --

21 MS. JANE DOLEi No, that doesn't answer my

22 question. It is a natural, permanent solution.

23 MS. BETH GARYSi My name is Beth Garys. I

24 have a general question about these creeks coming off of here.

25 During the excavation period or incineration period, whatever,
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1 I'm assuming at this point any of these creeks our kids should

2 not be in or near the water — in the water or, you cay, also

3 not in the creeks, I mean, at this tine and for the next five

4 or seven years or however long this takes?

5 MS. SHEILA SOLLIVAN: Are you talking about

6 the creeks on the site?

7 MS. BETH GARYSt Right. And obviously the

8 water is flowing off there and going to be coming down further

9 than just this site area.

10 MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN* Yes. Well, the

11 surface water and sediment levels in the creeks off the site

12 would not be a risk. Now, as to whether or not — The

13 excavation would be a very controlled process, as excavations

14 go. I guess it also depends on how the excavation process is

15 set up and what kind of engineering controls are put in place.

16 That would happen during remedial design. But the way it's set

17 up, it should not impact the creeks at all. That's what we

18 would hope. But if there was a problem, we would advise people

19 about that ahead of time if they should be concerned about

20 that. But we don't foresee that.

21 MS. BETH GARYSt If we cap, it will

22 probably be a problem later on, but if we incinerate —

23 I!S. SHEILA SULLIVANs Eventually over a

24 long term there is less protection, over a long term.

25 MS. BETH GARYSt Because it's flowing down
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and around this community, and of course it's going to flow

down into other communities, particularly where we're going to

be living. And there's a creek that flows right behind where

we're going to be living, so I'm just wondering.

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: We would be doing

surface-water monitoring. So, that's set up as a control to

determine whether there's going to be problems. So, we'll be

doing tha .monitoring and the results will b-j ava-iicbj-e. And if

there was any problem or axceauar.ce ot a health risk, the

residents would be advised as to what they should do.

MS. CIIERYL ALLEN: vie're going to take a

couple note questions. Two mote, please.

MS. KATO5RINB STOKER: Ratherine Stoker

again. I have two questions. Number one, in your statement

you say, 'How does EPA evaluate clean-up alternatives?* And

you include that, "a particular remedy chosen should provide

adequate protection of human health and the environment, that

the risk posed should be controlled through** et cetera,

et cetera. Would you be perhaps considering picking up the

cost of noving the children in Union School to other schools*

in other words* providing Butler buildings at other schools to

move the children out of that area during the course of your

work — well, during the excavation and whatever it is you plan

to do?

And number two — and this comes back to a
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question regarding the choice of contractors for

incinerating — do you evaluate the criuinal background of the

contractors, make an evaluation? The reason I ask that is

because two very large companies involved in handling of waste,

(inaudible) and Health Management, Inc., have both paid tens of

millions of dollars in fees, penalties and out-of-court

settlements for violations of environmental EPA polution laws

and Antitrust laws. And we have a problem here in this

community with trusting companies like that since we have 3FI

down the street who appears to be breaking County, State and

Federal SPA laws with impunity. So, we're worried if you let

in somebody with a bad background, you're not apparently going

to enforce — I don't nean you personally. I know you mean

well and you're working very hard on this — Our problem is

enforcement of the controls that the gentleman was speaking of,

permits this and standards that and automatic shutoffs. And,

sure, go down the street to Charter Park Drive and we'll show

you permits and automatic shutoffs. It's not happening here.

The first question, are you going to pay

foe the relocation of our children for the months when you have

the most active health risk? Was that included in the plan?

Can it be included in the plan?

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: It could be included

if the health risks exceeded an acceptable risk level, sure.

But we wouldn't select an alternative where the health risk has
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exceeded an acceptable risk level in the first place. So, we

don't foresee that something like that would be necessary.

MS. KATHERINB STOKERI So, that's a "No",

you've already determined that they aren't at risk there?

MS. SHEILA SULLIVAN: Right. But that will

also — I mean, right. As I say, we wouldn't —

MS. KATHERINE STORERi Part 2, do you

evaluate the criminal background of the contractors bidding on

these jobs?

l!R. BILL TROXLER: I can't answer that frora

11 the standpoint of — I know there is precedent and that it has

12 been done on other Super fund Sites. I'm aware of one site in

13 particular where as part of the proposal process the proposed

14 bidders have to disclose any environmental violations or fines

15 corporate-wide over the past five years.

16 MS. XATHERIflE STOKER: Evaluation doesn't

17 do it. I can show you a list of BFI's evaluations over 70-feet

18 long, and they still got their permit to burn down the street

19 here. Just showing violations doesn't do a thing. Are you

20 going to accept applications from contractors who regularly anc

21 significantly violate criminal laws? Don't talk about just

22 making them list the laws. Are you going to accept them if

23 they have those violations?

24 MS. CHERYL ALLEN: I can't answer that.

25 That sounds like, to cie, to be a legal question.___________

Janet's Reporting and Video Service
Hamilton, OH 45011 (513) 868-1919





1
2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

68

MS. KATHERINS STOKER: It sure is.

MS. CKEP.YL ALLENj And I think thac would

be something that would be pact of the criteria process, that

we would look into the background of those contractors.

MS. KATHERINB STOKERt You have no problems

evaluating them for capability and price, but you say you have

nothing in place to evaluate them with respect to their

criminal backgrounds; is that what you're saying?

MS. CEERJTL ALLENt No, I'n not saying that.

MS. KATHERIHE STOKER: Didn't you say you

were going to evaluate the contractors when they submit their

bids with respect to whether or not they're capable of doing

the job? I thought I heard somebody say that.

MR. BILL TROXLER: As part of the remedial

design there is a proposal process; and as part of that

proposal process there are certain criteria that the proposals

are ranked on. Those sorts of issues can be considered in the

proposal process, and there is precedence foe that.

MS. KATBERIKB STOKERi But there is not at

this time and you don't have clearance to put it in?

MR. BILL TROXLERi At this point the

remedial design has not been done. That's part of the process

we're going through tonight, is to get input into that process.

At this point there are no remedial design plans that would be

that specific. But it is something that -- It has been done in
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the past and there is a precedence for that.

2 MS. CHERYL ALLENi One last question.

3 MS. KRISTIN SMITH: I'm Krlstin Smith. I

live at 5738 Golf Crest Drive. I'd like to defer my question.

I have a very important question. I know that man has the sane

question. I'd like him to ask it for me.

MR. LAWRENCE BERKLEYt I don't know whether

8 i it's the sane question. But has the date of the ROD been sot?
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Can it be moved? And what would it take to wove it?

MS. CHERYL ALLENi As far as the date for

the ROD, it has not been set. That's what this process ia

about. Based on the public comments we get here, then we go

back and evaluate all those comments and all of that input.

Then we make a decision on when that ROD will be signed.

MR. LAWRENCE BERKLEYi The point of ray

question is here we see a fairly benign site, it's not going to

blow up, right, as far as we know. But what you can hear

tonight are a lot of very deep concerns about certain technical

issues that have been glossed over in the Feasibility Study,

and it will take son* time to get real answers to those

questions*

For instance, on the point about

explosives, there's only about two lines that say what is to be

done about explosives on site* That is a very serious, serious

issue, and it could affect the choice of the options that's
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finally selected. And I don't see at the nonent any evidence

that those kind of issues are being adequately addressed, and I

would strongly recommend that the date of the ROD be put off

until all of those issues have been adequately addressed. In

other words, we may well need other meetings of this kind so

people can watch this process progress.

MS. CHERYL ALLENi OR. We're going to take

a five-minute break and then we're going to take your comments.

(Public Meeting stood in recess.)

(Public Meeting reconvened.)

MS. CRERYL ALLEN: We want to take

comments, but we will be here at the conclusion to answer any

questions. So, we won't be rushing out after we get your

comments. When you stand up state your name and address for

the court reporter for the public record.

MS. MELANXS WITTMANi My name is

Nelanie Wittman, 8410 Darlene Drive, West Chester, Ohio, 45069.

My concern is that to my understanding you don't really know

what's in the waste fill; you're not sure at all about all the

components that are going to be in there. But you're saying

you night burn it. And my other concern along with that is

when you dig the stuff up and you excavate, are you going to

test it and stamp it before you burn it? Because according to

EPA studies that I've looked into, a lot of these things become

more toxic after you burn them.
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1 And to my understanding also you're going

2 to take all the ash that is more toxic than what you fed in and

3 you're going to bury it right back where you got it from. And

4 to ae that doesn't sound like a solution; it's an air problem,

5 a water problem and a landfill problem again. So, that's my

6 concern*

7 MS. BETH HOWARD: My name is Beth Howard,

0 9740 Farm Crest Drive, West Chester. We've already got a land

9 polution, water, and now we're going to have a land-excavation

10 problem. I think it makes no sense to excavate the lagoon

11 especially when the baseline assessment indicated that there is

12 virtually no toxicity information available for many of the

13 compounds that were found in the landfill, 166 different

14 chemicals. They have kept saying all evening that the

15 excavation of the lagoon is going to ba the riskier thing that

16 they're going to be doing. They're going to be bulldozing to

17 remove the debris, operating with steam shovels. God forbid

18 you hit something that's going to explode. X don't think the

19 school children can ba warned in time to get those kids away

20 safely.

21 I have major problems with incineration. I

22 think it's an outrage that you brought an incineration expert

23 here tonight and have spent most of the evening trying to sell

24 us on incineration especially in this community with what we've

25 been through. I think that Option 3 which provides for the
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1 ground water barriers and the capping seems to rr.a!;e the luost

2 sense. The site is not much of a hazard to the residents in

3 its present dormant state. I think it should be left that way.

4 I think the waste should be entombed on that site the way we do

5 asbestos, keep it contained to the site, make sure the ground

6 water and surface water doesn't leach out the contaninants, and

7 leave it at that* I think the highest priority should not be

8 treating the waste; it should be the health and safety of the

9 current residents of this community.

10 MS. CHERYL ALLEN: Anyone else?

11 MS. KATIE PERSIHSKYj My naae is

12 Katie Persinsky, 8595 Monticello Drive, West Chester. I agree

13 with both of these ladies as far as I don't feel you do know

14 what's in there adequately enough. I think that the

15 Feasibility Study has definitely glossed over, bottom line, all

16 the different options. From what I can see there were

17 differences in the end result to a degree, but not enough to

18 justify pumping it up into the air. And like she indicated,

19 the ash can be just as toxic. So, it's just like if you cap

20 what's there, you'r* probably going to be capping just as

21 dangerous stuff in the end anyway, and meanwhile you're

22 polluting the air.

23 So, I don't care who you are or where you

24 live or how much money you have, everybody breathes air. You

25 can't have an air-tight home. You can't get away from it. So,
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1 people that push for this incineration stuff, it's lika you're

2 polluting the only thing that no one can renew. It's not like

3 a ground spot that you can move away from. It's air. You all

4 have to breathe it*

5 Further, I just wanted to stress again the

6 issue about who is going to be doing all this stuff, not only

7 who is going to be the incinerator. Obviously there are some

8 very big misgivings as to several companies due to past

9 problems and issues that are actually still going on. But

10 who's going to be doing the excavating, too? We really need to

11 have the ability to have a say in it. If you want these people

12 to really accept your proposals, you really need to make us

13 aware of who you're hiring to do this stuff; because there are

14 just some people we don't trust and we don't want involved in

15 this process.

16 MS. LISA WHITTAKERj My name is

17 Lisa Whittaker again. I reside at 6976 Gary Lee Drive. As I

18 stated earlier, I have been through the Feasibility Study and I

19 do hav* a lot of problem* with it* Again, I'a not angry with

20 EPft. Z'a angry with the consultants who put this study

21 together for you. First of all, something that everyone needs

22 to be aware of, sometime last year CLEAN had a meeting with EPA

23 and Ohio CPA, and it was revealed at that time that

24 incineration excavation was being considered at the site. And

25 the consultants at that point were drawing up a Health Risk
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Assessment not based on any kind of real parameters, but they

were corning up with some figures as far as what public exposure

would be. It was maybe July or August — June, I think,

of 1991 — as a result of the figures that the consultants were

putting together, EPA ~ I believe Sheila Sullivan stated to me

and Mark Lahar, former Ohio EPA Project Coordinator at the

site, stated to cue that EPA was concerned about the results,

the figures that were coming up. And I've never seen that,

what I call a preliminary health assessment. And I'm a little

concerned why that was not included in this Feasibility Study.

And I do understand it was not based on any real parameters,

but EPA essentially went back to the consultant and said, "You

need to make this look better on paper. The risk figures are

too high." That's what I'm guessing they said. And

essentially EPA drew up sorae parameters, "We'll excavate a

smaller portion of the waste lagoon at one time." I would like

to see that draft health assessment because eventually the

entire waste pit is going to be open and we still will b«

exposed to that stuff regardless of what siz« you're taking out

at one time. Eventually it's all going to be opened up. If

there is any way that I could see that, I would certainly enjoy

a copy of that.

There seems to be some concern about a

school which is located on Cincinnati-Dayton Road. And I think

this is a justifiable concern. Evidently the Ohio General
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1 Assembly thought it was justifiable enough to pass a law, Ohio

2 Revised Code 3734.05, which says that the Hazardous Waste

3 Facility Board must do several things before they issue a

4 permit. We're talking about permit process for a hazardous

5 waste facility. And this is one of the listed regulations that

6 the federally-paid has to comply with.

7 Now* EPA is not subject to the permitting

8 process, but they do have to comply with all State and Federal

9 laws. And what X would like to know is how EPA is going to

10 meet the siting criteria of 3734.05 having to do with siting a

11 hazardous waste facility within 2000 feet of homes and

12 residents? I bet you can't answer that one.

13 Again, I have some serious concerns about

14 whether the excavation is even feasible. And, of course,

15 nobody really knows whether the Department of Defense wastes

16 are on site. The only time that off-site treatment is

17 mentioned in this study is as it pertains to either radioactive

18 materials or Department of Defense waste. If we discover

19 explosives or radioactive materials* those are suitable to put

20 on a truck on th« road* carry then off to supposedly

21 incinerate* I don't know* treat them somewhere else*

22 Now* I told you before I'm an KB. When one

23 of these things comes to your back yard you'll understand where

24 I am. And I don't want this thing in your back yard any more

25 than I want it in mine.
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1 But in 1989 the Ohio SPA drew up the

2 Capacity Insurance Plan. And that plan — the reason for the

3 Capacity Insurance Plan was under circular law each state was

4 required to show that they had sufficient disposal capacity for

5 their own hazardous wastes. In 1989 Ohio EPA showed that the

6 State of Ohio had more than enough capacity for our own

7 hazardous waste for the next twenty years. Now, we import

8 waste. We're a net importer of waste by about — I can't even

9 remember anymore. But the thing that I think is real

10 interesting here is in the past what I've asked about off-site

11 treatment. Certainly in this state there has to be a hazardous

12 waste disposal facility which is not located within 2000 feet

13 of a school.

14 I've lost my train of thought. A double

15 standard is here* It's OK to bring in hazardous waste from

16 West Virginia, Pennsylvania, Michigan, Illinois, New Jersey,

17 just about anywhere I'd like to bring waste in; but it's

18 unacceptable to take Ohio waste, put it on the road and take it

19 to a hazardous waste facility which is RCRA-licensed* If there

20 are no RCRA-licensed facilities, I'd like to know that.

21 In theory — and I agree with the theory of

22 incineration, it's wonderful, it will destroy all of the

23 organic compounds -— there are problems that happen with

24 incineration, as they happen with any other kind of equipment,

25 I suppose — the theory sounds wonderful and the practice is
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really abominable.

We've got a state-of-the-art incinerator up

the road with what I would assume to be the best available

technology, otherwise EPA would never have approved of the

application for that incinerator. And the fact is that Friday,

last Friday, between 11:00 and 11:15 it's blowing out black

smoke. And it happens often enough that we don't even bother

3 to call the Air Pollution Control Agency because they come to

9 the driveway and they don't know what they're talking about.

10 I found a Complaint that I filed. It was

11 an odor of burning plastics. I first checked ay home to cee

12 whether there was electrical wiring that was overheating. I

13 didn't know what the odor was. I still don't know what the

14 odor was. My odor Complaint ended up in the Sewer File. So,

15 even when you have local authorities and local oversight, you

16 know, it's no help. In reality the air pollution control

17 devices are constantly breaking down; and that's why I say to

18 you you've not presented me with your proposed equipment so I

19 can comment on them individually* And I think what EPA would

20 like for ma to do !• run out and look at all the different

21 technologies, all the different air-scrubbing devices, and then

22 come back and tell you which one I prefer; and then you ignore

23 my comments, anyway.

24 But it's a fact this thing should not

25 operate with any less than two scrubbing devices on it. X
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truly am disgusted with this Feasibility Study. I don't think

that I can express that enough. Something which I find

interesting and maybe it has no bearing on the remediation of

this site, EPA failed to characterize the waste. Is it

hazardous waste? We think so. If it's a hazardous waste, then

most definitely it should be stored and should have been stored

in a RCRA-licensed facility under the guidelines of the

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act. I think — you know,

I'm hoping at some point EPA will characterize the waste and

I'm sure this will be something addressed in the design stage

as well as all the other comments. I would really like to see

EPA go back, fill in the blanks on this Feasibility Study, give

the public the opportunity to comment on the Feasibility Study,

and then allow us to comment on the proposed plan. Give us

what you're basing your plan on, give us'that information so

that we can make an educated either approval or criticism of

your plan.

Thank you for listening.

MS. JACKIB GORDONi My name is

Jackie Gordon and I live at 9842 Talltimber Drive. I'a not

nearly aa informed as some of the people seem to be, but it

seems if ve excavate this ground and then incinerate, we're

going to have airborne particles, contaminated particles, in

our air. As far as I know, nobody has given us any indication

of how far these contaminants will travel, if they're going to
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1 settle in the ground, in the water. We're being told that the

2 ground water is not going to be polluted, but this stuff has to

3 come down somewhere. Is it heavy? Is it going to land close

4 to th« facility? Is it going to travel? I don't know.

5 I also know from my own business background

6 that the State tends to promulgate rules and regulations and

7 provide inspectors for things, and, you Know, there aren't

8 enough inspectors. They don't show up. They're supposed to

9 come anually at my husband's business, and you see them twice

10 in a fifteen, sixteen-year period. I don't trust anybody

11 policing this facility. I'm not sure how I think it should be

12 handled, but I have serious concerns about contaminants in the

13 air.

14 CARL HOKGE*7S7ERNj Carl Morgenstern,

15 5759 Woodbridge, West Chester. We're in a curious predicament

16 here. We don't have any public officials that are fighting for

17 the people* You have seen a lot of people talk here; and

18 they're very bright, smart, intelligent people, in spite of

19 what everyone els* says of all the people who com* here. They

20 ask simple question*. And in all honesty, you can't answer

21 then. That's not th« way to conduct a public hearing. He

22 can't go — the people here cannot go to our trustees; they're

23 not concerned with helping. We can't go to our commissioners;

24 they're all developers. We can't go to Governor Voinovich;

25 he's not an environmentalist. We have no place to turn. If I
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had two kids — I asked aiy wife, "What would you do if we were

going to send two kids to Union School?" She said, "I'd yank

them out right away." We're begging you to help us. We can't

turn to the other place. We turned to Ohio EPA, and they

screwed us badly and are still doing it. So, we go to

U.S. EPA, and I think we're going to have the same result.

You folks have to go back. We have some

young people here. We have sone older people with a lot of

experience. You have a duty and responsibility to the

constituency of this conununity. We're coming to you, asking

you to protect our kids and conraunity. You want to spend

30 million dollars? Fine, spend 60 million dollars, but do the

job right} OK? These people are not idiots; they understand;

they're American people who are seriously concerned and coming

here at ten o'clock at night when they should be at home going

to bed. It'3 your responsibility to analyze this. And in all

frankness, folks, you don't know what's going on. You don't

have answers for these people. That's not fair. They're

entitled to have answers* Give us a break. We can't depend on

our local officials* There's nobody protecting the people in

our community, and you're the people that have to protect us.

The main thing, also, we don't have anyone

from the school board now. We don't have anyone fighting for

our kids. I don't have any kids in the school, but I'm

concerned about 800 kids at Union Township. Some provision
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should be made in the Superfund Site as part of the expense to

let them go to private schools or bus them to Hamilton or

someplace else; put them there for a year or two until the

thing is finished. That's the basic responsibility you have to

our kids and people here. Don't let us down. You've got to

help us.

MR. LAWRENCE BERKLEY: Lawrence Berkley,

9972 Thornwood Court. I would like to just add to one of the

issues that Carl raised about kids in the school. And that is

that all of the risk assessments that we've heard tonight, as

far as X can see, and having read through the Feasibility

Study, the classical seventy-year dosage calculations — what

concerns me about this site are the short-term heavy doses as a

result of an accidental fire or an explosion. And we have to

take that seriously. And I know that EPA took it seriously,

the risk of explosives being on this site; yet we see nothing

in the Feasibility Study about those short-term, high exposure

risks. And until we see some in-depth assessment of that, I

don't think we should proceed forward with Option 5. Option 3

is a much more safe approach if you consider the people in the

immediate vicinity*

MR. BRUCE SANTOROt My name is

Bruce Santoro, 6443 Locust Street. I've got concerns about the

well water. We're on well water also, and I'd like to know by

the next neeting when you'll be testing the water and if that
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will be on a regular basis, the data that the City water will

be hooked up? And also will you be taking steps to provide

bottled water for the community, for the citizens of the

community who are on well water right now? And also when is

the next meeting eo that we can know when this is going to take

place?

MS. KATHERINE STOKERs My name is

Katherine Stoker* 6979 Hidden Ridge. I would like to say that

I am very concerned, and I hope that you will be concerned

about the lack of confidence which is being expressed here. We

went through a very similar routine with the hearings fron the

Ohio EPA for the BFI's infectious medical waste permit. We had

the experience of sitting there •— hundreds of people turned

out, voiced their concerns; the members of CLEAN got up and

cited chapter and verse from Ohio Revised Code. And it became

apparent as months went by that the whole purpose of the

hearings was for the people to come down, voice their concerns

so that they could feel as though somebody listened; but no

effect was made on the decision. It became apparent that all

decisions were made beforehand and out of sight and people's

comments carried no weight*

As an example of that I would lika to use

Mr. Silvernan's — Right, Fred Silverman? Fred, what's your

last name?

MR. FRED PARKERI Parker.

Janet's Reporting and Video Service
Hamilton, OH 45011 (513) 868-1919



83

MS. KATHERIUE STOKER: I'ra sorry — Fred's

comments, that, because in their sample excavations and borings

they had found no munitions, so therefore they decided there

were no munitions and totally disregarded it. That's

frightening to me. There are people in this community who know

far more what is in that lagoon than you do. Now, these people

have come, members of CLEAN, and privately expressed these

8 concerns and actions of things that they have firsthand

9 knowledge of but are afraid because of personal reasons or

10 financial reasons to express them publicly and admit to them.

11 And because it didn't fit in, apparently, with your agenda, it

12 appears to be getting sloughed off. The problem is you people

13 are in Chicago; am I right? We're right here. If something

14 blows up, you guys are in Chicago. We're playing You Bet Your

15 Life right here in West Chester.

16 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Chicago is not such

17 a great place to me, either.

18 MS. KATHERINE STOKERi W« need to feel your

19 concern. We went through this whole permitting and hearing and

20 exercises before and discovered that county, state and federal

21 laws were totally disregarded with impunity. We have the

22 incinerator down the road, 'State-of-the-art, not to worry."

23 It's breaking down all the time. It is constantly in

24 violation, regularly in violation, direct violation. But does

25 anything still happen? They're still burning the stuff,
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1 sraitting mercury, and it's jogging right along. Nobody is

2 protecting us there. There are laws that say that place should

3 shut down. When it ia these kind of violations you say, "Don't

4 worry. We have laws. We have permits. We have safety

5 procedures. We have regulations." I'm sorry, we have seen the

6 U.S. and the State EPA regulations at work and it's no

7 regulation.

0 So, there is a real problem of trust hers.

9 We want to trust you, but right now we don't want to bet the

10 lives of our children that we can trust you. We need something

11 more froia you, not just from you, but from the regulatory

12 agencies as a whole. We need to have you — and when I say

13 "you", 1'ia talking about the U.S. E?A; I'm talking about the

14 State EPA — enforce your laws. Don't come to us and say

15 "trust us", when we can see what you're not doing down the

16 street that you should be doing. We can't trust you. We would

17 like to. We want to. We need to. But many of us don't

18 because we have the evidence right down the street that we

19 cannot. We cannot trust our local trustees to help us out* We

20 can't trust our County Commissioners. Let's see a show of

21 hands of elected officials here in the room? Elected

22 officials? Elected officials? Dick Aldridge promised to

23 insure a safe environment in his acceptance speech in the

24 paper. Where is Dick Aldridge?

25 Members of CLEAN? How about members of
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GLEAM who have been working? We have a real credibility gap

here. And my heart is not warmed when I hear Fred say, "Well,

OK, a couple of flame throwers." But there weren't any

munitions there? I'm worried. My child doesn't go to Union,

but if he did I'd be making plans to put him someplace else.

And I would like to see you include in your plans either the

funding of children to the local parochial schools or funding

for Butler buildings or other buildings to nove those kids out

of that Union area. They were building a school anyway; raove

those children into some other area. Because I don't want to

bet the lives of the children of this community that there are

no nerve gases or explosives; and they are too precious.

And like I said, we have a real credibility

problem, and I'm worried and I think a lot of other people are

worried. And I don't hear from you any apparent realization

that this concern is here.

MR. MARK LESHART: My name is Mark Leehart.

Up to May 1st I was the Sit* Coordinator for Ohio EPA working

on the Skinner Site. I currently work outside the Agency with

a private consulting firm; and I'm actually very sorry I was

not able to stand up here to give you some background or

information from the State of Ohio's point of view.

From my personal experience working with
/

the site — You guys had a lot of questions that may or may not

have been answered. And from my own personal viewpoint of
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working on the site and knowing that — at least on the surface

I've been told that CLEAN at least has a little bit of faith in

me, I can say that I personally believe this remedy is a very

good one, notwithstanding the fact that I did work on it. Each

of the remedies that you've heard or were informed about with

the exception of the No Action Alternative — each of those

remedies were looked at based on risk* Even though they

weren't looked at as far as a single Risk Assessment, those

alternatives were each designed to meet the one in one million

criteria for the safe level that the State and the Federal

Government considers adequate as far as cancer risk. Each of

those alternatives, whether any one of them would be

chosen — each of those would meet that criteria. It's a

matter of degree afterwards which of those alternatives is

going to be better. Whether you just cap it, you're still

going to meet the one in one million criteria. If you

incinerate it, it's going to be better than that because you're

going to be removing a major source of the problem; and instead

of your children's children having to worry about some ground

water getting out of the landfill which was only capped and the

cap was breached and nov materials are again moving to Mill

Creek, maybe by incinerating the vast majority of that material

where we know it's located at we can say that several hundreds

of years from now there may be a problem, but by that time, who

knows, maybe the stuff will have naturally biodegraded or
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whatever.

But a lot of questions hava been raised on

this issue of incineration. A lot of that stuff is not that

finely detailed as far as the design of the system. We know

the system is going to work. We know what the chemicals are

out there, we know the system will handle those chemicals; We

know what things need to be added to the incinerator as far as/

8 I yes, we know we're going to need scrubbers or some type of air

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

emissions control. We know there will be raetal left over

afterwards in the ash and those levels will be solidified

afterwards and put back into the landfill where they will

become immobile. Some metal will volatilize and we need to

capture those.

There's a lot of questions to answer. And

I would encourage everyone here to look to the details that

need to be resolved on this Alternative and understand that

while we can't —• not "we" anymore — they can't give you all

the answers that you're really looking foe at this point in

time, please understand that out of everything that we look at,

while it wasn't finely detailed in the Feasibility Study all

the pros and cons of each of the technologies we have — we

could have looked at — or each of the technologies we could

have put in series to clean-up the site, understand that

incineration is the best alternative with respect to removing

the most contamination possible and making it safer for you
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1 guys down the road.

2 MS. DOVE LONG: My name is Dove Long,

3 6354 Melrose Way. I'm concerned about the confidence the EPA

4 is using in saying that it's certain that the incinerator will

5 take care of the problem, will take care of the compounds that

6 are in there. If they found flame throwers -- they won't even

7 tell us where — they don't know what's in there. If that's

8 the truth what's in there, fine. But they don't know what's in

9 there. So, until they do more probing and really understand

10 what's in there, I don't think that any solution can be tensed

11 truly feasible.

12 Also, this seems to ba our last chance to

13 say what we think about this. We've cone up with all these

14 questions tonight and they're telling us — this nice gentleman

15 told us that we should be concerned, we should continue to look

16 into how they answer these questions in the design review or

17 design study, whatever. If we're not going to have a chance to

18 respond to those* it doesn't make any difference. We need to

19 have an opportunity to Bay, "Hey, this doesn't sound right to

20 me. I've seen questions on this." If this it our last chance,

21 we're not going to have it. Pleas* give us another chance.

22 Thank you.

23 MS. CHERYL ALLEN: Anyone else?

24 MR. DAVID GULLYi My name is David Gully,

25 7817 Plantation Drive. I would agree with the last lady that

Janet's Reporting and Video Service
Hamilton, OH 45011 (513) 868-1919



89

1 spoke. I would say that because of the questions that weren't

2 answered this evening, it would be useful to the conununity if

3 we could get answers to some of these questions and then have

4 another opportunity to make comment on them.

5 One of the concerns I have is that since

6 you don't really know what's in the subsurface of the site, you

7 start excavating in there, if there is an incident on the site,

3 the Township is going to be the first responder to the

9 incident, whether it's an explosion or a fire or a cave-in or

10 something like that. And I'm real reluctant to send our people

11 in there if we don't know what's there, if you don't know

12 what's there.

13 Additionally, I wonder if — There's no

14 fire hydrants that I know of on the site. If there is a fire

15 there — you're introducing fire to these. This is an

16 incinerator — if there is a fire with the incinerator or the

17 soil catches on fire, how is that going to be dealt with? I

18 don't see where that's been considered at all. I'd certainly

19 like to see these questions answered, give us a chance to

20 evaluate the answers to the questions, and then have another

21 opportunity for public comment.

22 MS. CHERYL ALLENi Any more comments?

23 MR. MARCH OSNERi Marce Osner,

24 8700 Cincinnati-Dayton Road. I am closer to the site than the

25 school. I don't know what all the answers are, but I would
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1 hope you have a, copy of the 197G court settlement that was made

2 in Hamilton as giving details of what's in that. There is •

3 facts and figures of what's in there.

4 I disagree — or I don't say I

5 disagree — I have a little different opinion than what most

6 people have here. I see there is no trust of the EPA for the

7 past things and there probably never will be. And I don't care

3 what answers you bring back here to certain questions. Sorae of

9 these people will never trust you anyway, I'm sure of that.

10 But my thinking is this. According to tho Court suit in 1976

11 it went into detail as to some of the things that are in there

12 and it will tell you in there that certain things in there

13 apparently are segregated at this tine. And the place where

14 they become dangerous is when they get together and .TUX and

15 form something else.

16 Now, if you're going to do anything with

17 it, I think it has to be done pretty quick. You take 1976,

18 that's sixteen years ago. The drums are going to be mighty

19 thin or else they're already ruptured in that ground. That

20 lagoon is not far from the East Fork. It sits up the hill from

21 the East Fork. Now, if that's going to get down into the water

22 and com* down to East Fork* that can go clear on down and do a

23 lot of contamination.

24 Also in that 1976 court case it told in

25 there about the sane things you people said here, about
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possibility of cancer causing from that. Now, I've been there

all that ttiae right next to it and I'm not too happy that it's

there. I'm very unhappy it's there. But I'a also wondering

which is the biggest chance, to keep continually delaying the

operation, or getting in there and taking the chance and

getting it out of there? I think people are going to have to

realize — or at least I realize that — I don't care if they

wait ten years for you people to cone back with answers, you're

not going to come back with all the answers and there's no way

that anybody can guarantee us of everything that you're going

to find in there and all the problems they're going to hit.

And I don't care if they go in there and do nore checking,

there's things that might be in there that you won't find.

And if the people here are wanting an

ironclad decision of what's going to happen and have all the

answers from you people, then you better just leave it alone

and gamble down the road; But if anyone has ever went to any

of these meetings put on by the Water Conservation Agency — I

believe that's the name of it — out of Columbus — I attended

on* in Cincinnati — of all the wasteland in this country, due

to the fact that these type things are sitting there and

nothing done about then, which is the greater risk, that we

wait to try to get ironclad answers to every question so we

make everybody happy, or we sit there and let it erode and

something develop out of it that you may not be able to stop
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once it starts? And I would certainly think that a lot of

thought ought to be given by everybody as to what we should do

with it and naturally convert all the mistrust here.

And I can't deny some of it is valid, but I

would say we got to get our heads together real quick, we

either do or don't, because those barrels are probably ruptured

by now and who knows what they're getting ready to mix together

and get into that water stream. Once it gets into the water

stream it's ruined, there's no way you people or anybody else

can get in the ground. Look at all the water that lays there.

If there's any possibility of that going on now and getting

into the big water aquifer down here — there might not be any

chance of that, I don't know. I don't know that much about the

ground. If you're not aware, the biggest water aquifer in the

State of Ohio lays right down here off of Windisch Road. (Tow,

if for any reason something like this would ever get that far

and contaminate that, then you really got problems, you will

destroy one of the biggest water reservoirs in Southwest Ohio.

A* I say, that may not be possible, I don't

know, but it's a potential, and all it would take was a little

earthquake or something to crack the ground. And I recall when

they put 1-75 in and Z had a well in my side yard; they made

three blasts on the hill, and my well went dry. So, no one can

tell me that a few rumbles of the earth can't change the flow

of the water in a darn big hurry. If something like that ever
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1 happens or something out of there gets into that East Fork,

2 we've got more problems than we're talking about here tonight.

3 So, I don't know what the answer is, but I

4 think people are going to have to realize if they're ever going

5 into that thing, there's chances. And if there are anybody

6 sitting here tonight that think that you people are going to

7 give us a 100 per cent guarantee of something, you night as

8 well forget it because it's not possible; you're going into

9 some unknowns, and when you go into unknowns you have potential

10 of problems that you don't know what's in there. And I don't

11 care how :,mch precaution we take or what, there's no way to

12 guarantee to the people in this room that there's 100 per cent

13 safety. So, I would say to the people that are in here that

14 are looking for 100 per cent safety, it's not going to be. And

15 as I say, I'm closer to that — I'm the closest house, I think,

16 to that site and I aa willing to take ay chances, that it ought

17 to be gotten out of there for the good of the community.

18 And I would close.

19 MR. CARL MORGENSTERNi Why didn't you Stop

20 Skinner froa putting it in there?

21 MR. MARGE OSNERi Let me tell you,

22 Mr. Morgenstern, I fought that god damn thing from the day they

23 started putting it in there and I was in Court more than

24 anybody else in Union Township. And at tha tine that we went

25 in there we couldn't stop it. And I can tell you on the
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1 outside why it wasn't stopped.

2 MR. CARL riORGENSTERNi OX. I checked the

3 1976 —

4 MR. MARCS OSNER: Don't tell me that no one

5 fought that because there was reasons that it wasn't stopped

6 and I know what they were.

7 MS. SHIRLEY FARIlERj Shir ley Farmer,

8 7249 Ramilton-Mason Road. This happened sixteen years ago. I

9 know it was reported numerous tinea to you people many, many

10 years ago. Isn't it sad that we are here sixteen years later;

11 you're worrying about our trust in the EPA? This is why

12 there's no trust. It was reported. We wouldn't have that rauch

13 contamination there if they had stopped it. We told them, but

14 nobody cared; and now we'll probably come back many years later

15 with BFI with the same problem.

1C MS. CHERYL ALLEN: Anyone else? 1 guess

17 we'll close here. We'll be around to answer questions. And I

18 will be letting you all know when we'll be having the

19 incineration workshop. We'll be notifying you as to when the

20 incineration workshop will be within the next couple of week*.

21

22 (PUBLIC MEETING CONCLUDED AT lOilO P.M.)

23

24

25
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I, Kelly A. Graff, a free-lance court reporter

in Hamilton, Ohio, do hereby certify that the preceding

94 pages were recorded by me in stenotypy and transcribed into

typewriting and are a true and accurate copy of my stenotypy

notes.

Expires 12/1/9/1
**'
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